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eof youth is gone; they have not the same thing 
eyeile them toexertion as younger men who are 

; the meridian of life, and who by the present sys- 

a oe kept entirely without employment such as 

a0 ents demand, until they, in like manner, 

are borne down with years. 

" gir, L hold that this Government has nothing to 


vith commiseration or pity in this matier of 
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a -sanizing the Navy. Weare bound to do jus- 
eorganien ' . 

tice to the country as well as to the officers. I 
tl ~ . 


iaid that the nation 18 entitled to the services, and 
che best services, of its best men in its employ; 
ol | say, that in the establishment of any sys- 
‘ee which precludes the employment of the best 
men in any branch of the service is radically 
wrong, and it ought to be changed; I care not by 
what process itcomes. No appeal can be made 
) my sympathies or feelings. I am willing to 
nay money to these officers, if that is all that is 
required; but I am not willing that they should be 
in the way of others, and thus to balance the ac- 
count with their country by doing as much harm 
ascood. The Executive has, as I have before 
observed, the power to correct most of the evils 
complained of; but he will not do it if the present 
system is continued. I shall take some proper 
secasion to recommend an entirely new organi- 
zation of the Navy Department. You generally 
have a Secretary of the Navy who knows nothing 
in the world about naval matters. He is brought 
here from his profession, and has to depend upon 
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instrumentality Of this board, the Government and 
people would have the benefit, as they ought to 
have, of the best experience and the best knowl- 
edge in the Navy, upon every given question. As 
it now stands, you have several irresponsible 
bureaus. ‘The officer at the head of the Ordnance 
Bureau may know more about construction, yet 
he has nothing to say about it; he is to look to the 
guns and to nothing else The officer who has 
charge of the construction may know more about 
ordnance, yet he has nothing to say about the 
ordnance. Now, I say that the whole power of 
these bureaus should be brought to bear upon 
every question, not only in regard to the construc- 
tion of ships, but the appointment of officers. !n 
my judgment, sir, there would be less probability 
of injustice being done by this process, than in 
any other; especially, you woul have some re- 
sponsible men to look to. Who is responsible now 
in the Navy? Who is responsible for the present 
condition of the Navy? Who is responsible for 
the building or repairing of the vessels? I must 
say one word only about that matter. I ask who 


| is responsible for the failure of the Princeton ? 


others for all the information he gets, and those |! 


others in nowise responsible for their advice. 
His word is the law. If a squadron is to be fitted 

it, he, under the direction of the President, or- 
ders the ships and their officers without knowing 
anything about them. 

Sir, this one-man power will not do in such an 
establishment. I think that there is no living man 
that has the intellectual or physical power to per- | 
form the duties of the Navy Department as hey 
might to be performed in justice to the country. 
Mr. President, I look to the Navy as the bulwark 
f our honor if not safety; and | tell you, sir, 
that all your famous schemes in reference to Cuba 
will vanish like mist before the wind, and gentle- 
men will regret the warlike speeches which they 
have made, if you do not look to your Navy in 
time. Look at the threatening aspect of France 
and England. It has amazed me that we are so 
indifferent about the only means you have to de- 
fend your honor. Suppose Europe should com- 
bine against you, as they would have done long 
ago, if there had been a monarch there worth the 
gold in hiscrown. Every one of your ports would 
have been blockaded. They would have forbid- 
len you to go on the ocean. They would have 
declared that, as you had assumed this continent 
‘o be yourown, you should leave the ocean to them. 
In such a case, how would you have fared twenty- 
ive years ago? It is very easy to bully and 
boast; but I know the effect of a thirty-two-pound 
shot at sea at any rate, and I know that a man’s 
heart cannot save his head, in such acase. Let | 
me assure Senators, while | am discoursing upon 
this subject, that I am speaking to the most im- 
portant subject that ean now occupy the attention 
of American statesmen. 

_Mr. President, I repeat that the Secretary of the 
Navy should have responsible advisers, and that 
in all the details he should have his vote, and that is 
all. He is a Cabinet Minister. The President has 
ie power of appointing him. I would have it so— 
hemay know all about those duties. ButI would 
have him instructed in all those branches in which 
he 18 deficient—not by casual itinerant teachers, 
out by known responsible instructors. Sir, I would 
have a board established. I would he ve that board 
romposed of the heads of all the bureaus. I would 
wei meet at a given hour every day. I 
ould have the Secretary of the Navy ez officio 
me af the board; and the modus operandi | 
ented a is: When the President and Congress 
‘ Teet to go to the West Indies, or to the 
st Indies, or an ywhere else, the order would be | 
caitie tothe board, the ships and the officers | 
selected by them, and so, through the | 
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They took the name of the most effective and use- 
ful ship-of-war that ever floated in our waters, the 
most formidable ms 4-of-war that was ever put on 
commission in this country, a ship that could have 
defied the whole American navy, and gave it to 
this abortion, of which we have heard so much of 
late. They disregarded her model, her construc- 
tion, and her engine, and from being the first ship 
in the country, she is now the scorn of all seamen 
and all engineers. 

And again, I ask, who is responsible? You 
may go on and reform the officers. But while the 
Secretary of the Navy is allowed to remain with 
his present honors and powers, and in perpetual 
ignorance, the reform of the officers will not 
amount to much. Sir, I want to reform the Sec- 
retary. I do not allude particularly to the present 
Secretary. But that will be done before long. ‘Then 
if he cannot, or will not, reform the Navy, I lope 
Congress will take it in hand in good earnest; but, 
sir, once more I say that it seems to me there is 
no responsibility anywhere in the Navy. The 
other iy they built a dock in Philadelphia, and 
incurred the expense of fitting a ship in New York, 
or some other eastern port, to be taken to Phila- 
delphia, and put in the dock. ‘When she arrived 
there, it was found, not before, but after her ar- 
rival, that there was not water enough to permit 
her to be taken upon the dock. Yet, sir, as far as 
[ have been informed, nobody is responsible; and 
so, after this manner, has the Navy of the country 
been disgraced time after time, and year after year. 

Mr. President, my object, as one of the Naval 
Committeeyhas been and is to endeavor to perfect 
the whole naval system by beginning at the head, 


/and making everybody responsible that can be 


made responsible, and to insure, as far as possi- 


| ble, to the people of the United States the benefit 


| Marine Corps? 


of all the experience and knowledge that may be 
inthe Navy. And now, sir, I ask my friend, the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
whether he will not trust the Committee on Naval 
Affairs with this matter, and strike out of his bill 
that portion of it which relates to the Navy and 


Mr. SHIELDS. I wish to assure my honor- 
able and gallant friend, the Senator from New 
Jersey, that we do not want to interferein any way 


| with the prerogatives of the Naval Committee. 


But on former occasions some difficulties arose in 
the Senate because the Military Committee brought 


| in one bill and the Naval Committee brought in 


,on one bill and apply it to both services. 


another, and hence the Military Committee 
thought it would be better that we shou!d agree 
We 
drew up the bill precisely in pursuance of that 
understanding. We drafted it in accordance with 
the bills that have been heretofore reported; but 


| if the honorable Senator wishes to have charge of 


| 
| 
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the subject, and is not satisfied with this bill, I 
am, for one, heartily willing that he should take 
the whole subject into his own charge. 

When the honorable Senator rose he said he 
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did not mean to discuss this bill, and [think he 
has kept his word; Ido not believe he has dis- 
cussed the measure before the Senate, although 
he has discussed the merits and condition of the 
Navy to my delight and satisfaction. But, Mr 

President, there is one thing in which I cannot 
follow the honorable Senator, and that is in draw 

ing a contrast between the Navy and the Army 

That honorable and distineuished Senator says 
that the N vy has done a great deal more than the 
Army. Now | t eueve that both hate done tneir 
duty tolerably well, and I am satisfied they wil 


do their duty ag though the honorable Sen 


rain, 
ator says that the Navy is not worth anything 
now. Iam inclined to believe that perhaps it has 


s retirement from the 
His retirem must be partly the reasor 


suffered very much since hi 
service, 
for its de liy e. 


1 agree with him in reference to the ne 
a reformation of the Navy; and 1 
give me more satisfaction than to see my honorable 
friend in a position which would enable him to re 
form it, root and branch 


&Ssity ol 
thine would 


But, so far as this bill 
is concerned, it does not aim at any such thing. [t 
does not go into the radical reformation of the 
Nay Vy. It does not contemplate the establishment 
of an Admiralty Board, and when that proposition 
comes up I shall have something to say about it 
The boards which we have hitherto estal lin 
reference to claims, or lands, or for any other pur 
and | have my 


Jishe 


have almost all been fal 
doubts whether this 


pose, ures, 
Soard 


of Admiralty would 
not be the biggest and create r 


st failure of the whole 


That is my opinion upon the subject; but that 
question is not now before the Senate; when it 
does come up, ‘ for one, 4 ‘ ready to discuss 
it. 

Although ] cannot fol ow the honorable Senator 
throughout his speech, the i e thing I can 
say: that, so far as this bill goes,—and I speak in 


relation to the Army,- l1 think it will be an effi- 
cient and a beneficial bill if the honorable Sena 
tor takes upon himself the responsibility, in the 
name of the Navy, to move to strike out all that 
pertains to the Navy, he may do so; I will pro 
ceed in relation to the Army, and let him remain 
responsible to the Navy for striking it out I 
shall not make any such motion. The 

is there, and there it will stand, unless he moves 
to strike it out. 


provision 
i 


I must say that the speech of the honorable Ser 
ator was not very logical in some respects. He 
savs that the President has power to do the very 
thing contemplate: by this bill without its passage, 
and yet he says it would be oppressive. That ia 
not very logical. Ifthe President 1 do what is 
contemplated by this bill w itits passage, the 
worst it can do will be noth! ¥: fo vill amount 
to nothing according to that view the subject 
It is true the President » turn any officer out of 
the Army or Navy; but if he were to turn one of 


them out—if he were to t out one of th 
lant and distinguished offi 


gentleman | 


se gal 


names the 
onudition would 


8 W hose 


is mentioned, in whate 


they be left? Without por without pay 
The President may turn them out in their old age 
when they are broken down with service and wit! 
sickness, and throw them upon the el ies of the 
world. But this bill provid »s for the support of 


those officers who n 
However, sir, Lam not disposed to con 


iv be removed. 


discussion any furtherto-day. I have moved that 
the bill be postponed for the purpose of having it 
printed, and when it comes up again we can dis 
pose of it more advisedly. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Ido not intend to assume 
any responsibility upon myself as speaking for 


the Navy, but such as belonys to my position. 1 
am here as a Senator, and i speak on my re 


sponsibility as a Senator, and as such I shal 
move to strike out from this bill ita provisions ir 
relation to the Navy and the Marine Corps. |! 


presume to speak for no body of men and for n 
individual but myself. 

The Senator adverted to my remark that th 
President had this power now; yet he compia! 


. i ‘A ar lias 
| of ite severity, and says that the President jas 
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power to turn out; but if he exer ised it, he would 
turn the officers adrift without any provision for 
their support. That is not the power to which J 
alluded; and the gentleman’s remark only shows, 
what I apprehended was the case, that he has not 
looked into the matter in reference to the Navy. 
The President has a right to furlough officers upon 
half pay. ‘That is the law to which I alluded; 
and therefore it seems to me that the gentleman 
has indulged his wit without perhaps having a 
very proper occasion to do so. 

There is, however, one part of the gentleman’s 
remarks that perhaps I did not exactly under- 
stand, and I should like to have him explain them. 
He referred to what I said as to the present con- 
dition of the Navy, and said that it had perhaps 
retrograded since | left the Navy, or in conse- 
quence of my leaving it. I did not exactly catch 
the Senator’s words, and [ should like to hear 
them again in order to understand his meaning. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I meant the very highest pos- 
sible compliment to my honorable and gallant 
friend. 1 indulged in no wit whatever. I made 
no effort to be witty. I stated that I presumed the 
Navy had suffered considerably since that honor- 
able gentleman had retired from the service. Could 
] have paid him a higher compliment? There is 
no man of whom I havea higher estimate than | 
have of that gallant and meritorious officer; and | 
certainly did not mean to reflect on the honorable 
Senator from New Jersey by saying that the Navy 
had suffered since his retirement from the service. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I felt under the conviction 
that 1 could not be mistaken in the sentiménts and 
feelings of the honorable Senator from Illinois 
towards me, and I am glad that I have not been 
mistaken. 

Mr. GWIN. I have been absent during this 
discussion, and I really do not understand the bill 
before the Senate; and therefore, as I learn that 
the question pending is on a motion to postpone, 
I am in favor of the motion. As the question of 
the reorganization of the Navy hasbeen discussed, 
it is proper that I, as chairman of the Naval Com- 
mittee, should say something. I think the respon- 
sibility in regard to legislation for the Navy should 
rest upon the right quarter. The records will 
show that the Committee on Naval Affairs of the 
Senate have discharged their duty in acting upon 
every question brought before them. ‘They re- 
ported more bills at the last session of Congress 
than were ever reported from that committee at 
any previous session. ‘They have acted upon all 
the bills before them. Upon the subject of a reor- 
ganization of the Navy, they have been prepared 
to act for many months past. But it will be rec- 
ollected that early in the last session we reported 
a bill making, for temporary purposes, a substitute 
for the punishment of flogging, which had been 
abolished. The Senate passed it with great una- 
nimity, and sent it to the House of Representatives 
at a very early period. They laid it upon their 
table, and there it still lies. What is the use of 
our originating legislation here, when everything 
that we send down to the House, which is in my 
opinion beneficial to the country, is either mangled 
and destroyed by the manner in which it is cut 
up, or is laid upon their table and not acted upon? 
That is the reason why the Naval Committee, or 
at any rate why I as a member of that committee, 
have not felt disposed to act at all. Judging from 
the past, we are certain that there will be no legis- 
lation there of a beneficial character in reference to 
the Navy. 

I do not know the provisions of this bill, but I 
wish it to be distinctly understood that I am pre- 
pared to advocate a measure for the reorganization 
of the Navy; yet we have no hope of its being 
acted upon at this session. We have had a meas- 
ure prepared for months, but we have not brought 
it before the Senate, under that impression. 

Mr. BADGER. This bill does not propose a 
reorganization of the Navy. 

Mr. GWIN. I merely wished to make that 
statement in order that it might be understood. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
motion to postpone until to-morrow the further 
consideration of the bill, and to print the amend- 
ment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SAFETY OF STEAMBOAT PASSENGERS. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
was received, by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announ- 
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on ‘ 2 } 
cing that it had pussed a joint resolution from the 


Senate, “allowing in certain cases to the owners 
‘of steamers further time to make the necessary 
‘ preparation to bite their vessels within the pro- 
‘ visions of an act entitled ‘An act to amend an 
‘act entitled An actto provide forthe better security 

‘ of the lives of passengers on beard of vessels pro- 

‘ pelled in whole or in part by steam, and for other | 
‘ purposes,’ approved August 30, 1852,”’ with an 
amendment. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment of the House. 

Mr. DAVIS. This joint resolution proposes 
to allow the inspectors in certain cases to excuse 
steamboat owners fornon-compliance with thelaw, 
and limits the extension which may be granted 
to ninety days. The amendment is to insertafter 
** ninety days,’’ the words *‘ from the first of Jan- 
uary, 1853.’’ | move that the Senate concur in 
the amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


COLONIZATION IN NORTH AMERICA. 

Mr. CASS. I move to take up the resolutions 
submitted by me yesterday, in reference to the 
subject of colonization on this continent. 

The PRESIDENT. Those resolutions have 
been sent to the printer, and are not in possession 
of the Senate af this time. 

Mr. CASS. I will merely state that my object 
is to have the resolutions taken up fora second 
reading, and then to postpone them until such time 
as the President’s message in regard to Cuba shall 
be discussed; which will be perhaps during the 
next week. 

Mr. HALE. As the honorable Senator pro- 
poses to take up those resolutions, I wish to say, 
that I have an amendment which I shall offer when 
they come up. I present it now, simply that it 
may be read and printed together with the resolu- 
tions. It is to add the following: 

ind be it further resolved, That while the United States, 
in like manner, disclaim any designs upon Canada incon- 
sistent with the laws of nations, and with their duties to 
Great Britain, they consider it due to the vast importance 
of the subject to make known, in this solemn manner, tha 
they should view all efforts on the partof any other Power 
to procure possession, either peaceably or forcibly, of that 
province, (which, as a naval or military position, must, un- 
der circumstances easy to be foreseen, become dangerous 
to their northern boundary, and to the lakes,) as unfriendly 
acts directed against them, to be resisted by all the means 
in their power. 

Mr. CASS. The gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire is an old tactician. He has often done the 
same thing. When he does not want to destroy 
a measure directly, he has often attempted to do it 
indirectly. 

‘The Presipeng put the question upon the mo- 
tion to print the amendment, and there were, on 
a division—ayes 16, noes 14; no quorum voting. 

Mr. HALE. I ask for the yeas and nays upon 
the motion. 

‘The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. HALE. I hope that I shall have, at least, | 
the usual courtesy of the Senate extended to this 
proposition. I think that Canada is as important 
to our northern coast as Cuba is to our southern 
coast; and it is nothing more than usual to order 
the printing of a proposition offered by a Senator§ 

Mr. RUSK. We have consumed three or four 
days during this session in speaking upon matters 


which do not at all affect the proper legislation of || 
: | thousand copies a year. 


Congress, and I want to put a stop to that practice. 
On the previous division, I voted, as a matter of 
courtesy, for the printing of this amendment, but 
now I shall vote against it. 

The question being taken upon the motion to 
print the amendment, resulted—ayes 17, noes 15. 
So the motion was agreed to. 


DUPLICATE LAND WARRANTS. 

On motion by Mr. DAVIS, the Senate resumed, 
as in Committee of the Whole, the consideration 
of the bill ‘*to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to issue duplicate land warrants in certain 
cases.’’ It proposes to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to issue duplicate land warrants, in all 
cases of revolutionary land warrants where the 
original warrants were lost or destroyed. 

Mr. DAVIS. This bill grew out of the petition 
of Mrs. Barton, who was one of the sisters and 
heirs of Jacob Town, deceased. She and her 
sister applied for a land warrant, furnished the 
proper evidence, and it was issued for their ben- 
efit, and for such other heirs as might be surviving. 


ferred to the Committee on Private Lar 


Jan §, 


Satisfacr,. 


city to the beneficiaries, was lost. 
evidence of that fact was produced to the on, 
tee; and it appeared by the books of the} death ae 
that no entry had been made upon any tr +e 
virtue of that warrant. The warrant | ee 
lost, the beneficiaries were unable to aval 4 
selves of the grant of the Government and h - 
they came here and presented their petition sr 
together with certain correspondence ethene 
ject between them and the Land Office... 


1aVing | 


)- 
re. Ww AS re 


on 1d Claims 
Upon examining the correspondence the ess 
: Cor 


mittee came to the conclusion that it wan hette.. 
make a general law on the subject, and, cons, 


to my wishes, they reported a general }ji| 1 wes 


| willing that a general bill should be passed, by» | 
preferred, in the first place, acting upon the o:. 


ticular case presented. That bill was take, 
with the understanding that it would he na 
without difficulty, and that these individuals y 
get relief in that way; but when it came to he, 

cussed the chairman of the Committee on py). 
Lands had objections to it; others had objee 
to it; but 1 now have the consent of the ej); 
of the Committee on Public Lands, and aijsy 
consent of the chairman of the Committee . 
Private Land Claims, to move, as a sut stitutes 
this bill, what I hold in my hand. There jg go» 
misunderstanding on the subject—some disaeyes. 
ment in the Department, in regard to the effew 

a general law, and I therefore propose to alter; 


Ssed 


Urtha 





| character of the bill from general to special, My 
| amendment is to strike out all the bill after the 


enacting clause, and insert the following: 


That the Commissicener of the General Land Offee hy 
instructed to issue a duplicate of land warrant number 24 
for two hnndred acres, dated February 2d, 1839, and jssy 
in the names of Lucretia Barton and Prudence Bj 
sisters and heirs of Jacob Town, deceased, in their oy 
right and for the benefit of the other legal heirs, if any q» 


| vived, upon satisfactory proof being made to the said Cop 


| missioner thatthe original warrant has been lost or dest 





Wi ut having been entered ; and said duplicate shall have 
the same effect as the original warrant. 

The amendment was agreed to, the bil) was 
reported to the Senate as amended, the amendmen 
was concurred in, and the bill was ordered to be 


i 
l 


| engrossed for a third reading, read a third time, 


| 


and passed. 

On motion by Mr. DAVIS, its title was amended 
so as to read: A bill to authorize the issue of 
duplicate land warrant in the names of Lucreti 
Barton and Prudence Blandon. 


HICKEY’S EDITION OF THE CONSTITUTION 


On motion by Mr. BADGER, the Senate pn- 
ceeded to consider the following resolution, sub- 
mitted by him on the 3d instant: 


* Resolred, That the Seeretary be directed to procure 


u 
a 
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| tromthe proprietor, for the use of the Senate, ten thousaal 


copies of Hickey’s edition of the Constitution, with 4 


| Alphabetical Analysis, Washington’s Inaugural and Far 


well Addresses, and other important statistical matter 
trative of the genius of the American Government, ad 
the development of its principles: Provided, That they ® 
furnished at the same price as those last procured forthe 
use of the Senate.” 

Mr. ADAMS. The Senate have already die 
tributed, I believe, ten thousand copies of this 
work, since I have been a member of the body. 
there be any special reason for a further distritv- 
tion, I should like to know it. I do not know 
whether or not the intention be to distribute te 
If so, it would be better 





| to have a standing order for that purpose 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Waste 


| in the chair.) The rules require that resolutions 


of this sort shall have three readings. ‘This re 
olution has had two readings; itis, therefore, wet 
consideration as in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. CHASE. I would suggest to my fen 
from North Carolina, the expediency of insertitt 
the word * biennially,”’ so as to make this a re: 
ular biennial purchase and distribution. —_—s 
Mr. BADGER. 1 will consider that whe! 
bring forward the next resolution upon the sa) 
Mr. DODGE, of lowa. Mr. President, ! hop 


| the Senate will not adopt this resolution, ca", 


as it does, for the expenditure of ten thous 


| dollars more for the purchase of books. | thins 


| we ought to stop this book-buying business 


' 


| I think, it should have gone. 


| 


| 


| has been carried much beyond the point to W"™ 


It has become * 
heavy item of expenditure, and the distri athe 
proposed is,and must always be, most parti ® 
unequal. The book in question has already 


That land warrant, in its transmission from this |! furnished time and again, and in sufficient 
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Senators and the public officers the 
the information to be derived 
[he Library 1s filled with it, and so also 
On ne Departments filled with it. ‘Then as it re- 
Ne ell stribution among the people, reflect for 


sul 


g + how far any system we may adopt will 


tn ve 
Ar ofa 
ene 


oar of doing anything like justice. The pro 
which will fall to the two Senators from 
ee. State of New York would not supply the 

’ rea ' aS 


smallest city, county, or township, 
. Sate with a copy of the Constitution, and 
tors talk about furnishing the people with 


f the 


afr. Pre dent, I have other reasons for opposing 
ceolytion. We have already paid $27,334 
ic work. We have paid that amount to a 
‘an who is an employee of the Senate, and 
personally and officially, | have the 
oct respect. Butl dislike the precedent which 
f orving heavy contracts of this sort to any 
«- of our own body—though personally, as 
we stated, there is no gentleman whom | wish 
vidually better than 1 do Colonel Hickey, the 
vor of this book. 
‘But that isnot the question. The question is, is 
« practice to go on; and are we, when we once 
sence with a book, never to get done with it? 
Why has not the House of Representauves, who 
ediately represent the people, expended a like 
‘unt, ora much greater sum than the Senate 
nly the people with this book? They have 
-done it. That body has never taken the first 
v of this book. The ordering of this small 
iber by the Senate, from time to time, has the 
effect to load every Senator’s desk and drawer 
with applications for it, and to subject him to the 
ve, in different neighborhoods and counties 
, which he may send none, and can, at best, 
{ but a few, of dealing partially and unequally 
is constituents, because he can do nothing 


w whom, 


e 


wilh t 
ke justice to all. This book is in the market, 
d if politicians or others want it they ought 


) buy it. L have the statements before me to 

w that we have appropriated more money for 

the purchase of books than was appropriated in 
e last river and harbor bill, about which so 

much was said in condemnation of its alleged mag- 
le and extravagance. : 

Mr. BADGER. Not this book. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I refer to the book 
system generally, of which this is part and parcel. 
| will give an instance or two to illustrate how this 
system has gone on. In 1849, the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Pearce] introduced a proposition, 
by way of amendment to one of the appropriation 
bills, to subseribe for the ** Annals of Congress’’ 
published by Gales and Seaton. We paid some 
$30,000 for duplicate copies in that case. The 
Senator from Maryland, on that occasion, acted 
on behalf of the Library Committee, and proposed 
to fill a hiatus in the Congressional debates of the 
country from 1790 to 1824. That proposal passed 
this body without attracting notice or debate, pre- 

sely as the late Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Benton} said that the proposition to publish the 
Documentary History passed, eluding his vigi- 

nee and that of the Senator from North Carolina, 
(Mr. Maneum.] This Documentary History is 
published from time to time, and is a heavy item 
in the six or seven hundred dollars worth of books 
which are given to every new member of this or 
the other branch of Congress. These ‘* Annals,’’ 
like the Documentary History, involving many 
hundred thousands of dollars, were ordered without 
the Senate’s knowing upon What it was voting 
I hope we will vote down this resolution, and 
thus put an end to one branch of this book ex- 
penditure, which has increased so much of late 
years. Every new member that takes his seat re- 
celves as many books as any old member has re- 
ceived. My worthy friend, {Mr. Bancer,] in his 
disposition to deal generously with all, so worded 
the resolution which was passed at a previous ses- 
Sion, a8 to provide that every new member should 
be furnished with the same number of books for 
his own use, and the same number for distribution 
Which every old member had received. Thus all 
were put upon an equal footing; and if there are 
any new members who have not been provided for 
in that way, Lam willing to agree to extend the 
same benefit to them, but I am not willing to con- 
nue this system, for I think it is radically wrong. 


| will not take up time fuether in discussing this | 


question. I want to oppose this proposition now, 


‘| we 
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hereafter, and at all times; and I shal! ask, at the 
proper time, the yeas and nays upon the resolu- 
won. 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, l am very sorry 
that my friend from lowa ahould have thought it 
necessary to oppose this resolution. And I think 
a few words will show that it ought to pass. In 
the first place, it differs entirely, in every respect, 
from each of the cases of abuse to which he has 
referred. He says that the proposition for the 
purpose of purchasing the Annals of Congress, or 
some other book, passed this body without Sen- 
ators knowing what it was they were voting upon. 
The various resolutions which | have introduced 
on this subject, have always been public; they 
have been read, plainly displayed, and the Senate 
always understood precisely what they were. 
Therefore, I think it is hard to put upon a public, 
open, well-known, fair, reasonable, just, and 
proper thing, the odium of something else which 
was secret, unknown, and improper. 

My friend also says that these books have been 
purchased to such an extent, that we have sup- 
plied all the officers of the Government, all our 
committees and all persons interested in the trans- 
action of public business. Admit it, sir, but we 
do not want these books for members of Con- 
gress. Wedo not want them for executive offi- 
cers. We want them for distribution among our 
constituents. ,.We want to furnish them to the 
people of the country; to spread them abroad 
among them, and I, for one, should be very happy 
if | could make the supply so large that every 
man in America, and every boy who is able to 
read, should have in his possession a copy of the 
Constitution of his country, with the statistical 
information as to the origin of that Constitution, 
and the main and practical features connected 
with its workings which this book contains, and 
which I imagine cannot be found in any single 
private library in America. 

Then, in the next place, allow me to ask—as 
was suggested to me by a friend, of whose sug- 
gestion | willingly avail myself, for I do not take 
the credit of it—how can we, consistently with 
our oaths, vote against this resolution? This 
resolution is for the Constitution, and we are im- 
peratively bound by our oaths to support and sus- 
tain the Constitution. [Laughter.| I think that 
argument must be conclusive. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. I propose, then, in ac- 
cordance with the suggestion of the Senator from 
North Carolina, to amend the resolution by in- 
serting before the words, ‘* Hickey’s edition of 
the Constitution,’’ the words, ‘*the book called.’’ 
That will get rid of the objection suggested by the 
Senator. The Constitution is an instrument for 
which I have quite as high a veneration as my 
worthy friend from North Carolina. But I would 
ask, is there a statute copy of the laws of the Uni- 
ted States, which has not the Constitution of the 
United States in it? The book of statutes of every 
State and Territory in the Union, from Maine to 
California, contains in its very commencement the 
Constitution of the United States. I admit it is 
not in as readable a style of printing, and has not 
quite so convenient and excellentan index as this 
book. If the object be to diffuse the Constitution 
of the United States throughout the country, this 
book ought to be reduced in size, and the number 
of copies of it should be greatly increased, and 
there should be something like a fair distribution 
of it. Butthe number required would be so great 
that it makes the thing wholly impracticable. 

This abuse has grown up like ali other abuses in 
regard to expenses. Prior to 1847 nota copy of 
this book had ever been purchased by the Senate 
for distribution. In that year 2,000 copies were 
taken at an expense of $2,500. That was in 
April of that year. In December of the same 
year 10,000 copies were purchased at an expense 
of $10,000; in 1848, 2,000 copies were purchased 
at an expense of $2,000; in 1849, 1,163 copies at 
an expense of $1,163; in 1850, 5,633 copies at an 
expense of $5,633; in 1851, 4,099 copies at an ex- 
pense of $4,099; in 1852, 1,939 copies at an ex- 
pense of $1,939, making in the aggregate $27,334. 

We have paid in the same time about $40,000 for 
the Congressional Globe, which usually contains 
the Constitution and Laws as an Appendix to it. 
Besides that, at the last session we passed a joint 
resolution for the transmission of the Globe 
through the mails free of postage; and, in addition, 
have put its Reporters upon the list for extra 
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» end to ex- 
rard to these matters: rope that 
to this putan end to 
this system of expenditure by voting down this 


compensation. ‘There see 


pense in re 


ns to ber 


in reference book we sha 


proposition. If we adopt this resolution, it will 
be followed up by a similar one at the next ses- 
sion, and so on ad infinitum. 
stopped now : 

Mr. HALE. I-rise to suervest an amendment 
o that of the Senator from lowa, and, which is 
W hen we speak of the Constitution, our ex- 


I hope it will be 


pression is indefinite and includes something more. 
Che English Constitution is made up, in a great 


degree, of ancient statutes which have acquire d 


the force of a written constitution. We seem to 
be getting a little into that way. Ido not think 
the old Constitution conveys the whole that we 


now mean when we speak of it. 
meaning explicit, | would suegest 
Senator North 


insist ut 


To render our 
rie ruble 
do 
mn it, whether it would not be 
well to add ** and the Fucitive SI ive Law, 


, } } 
Lo tne re 


from Carolina, though | not 


mean to 
*so that 


when these ten thousarad copies go out they shal! 
include not only the Constitution but 
Slave Le 


same time in order to instruct them in all 


the Fugitive 
aw. Let both go out to the people at the 
the du- 
ties which they owe to the Government. | think 
there have been less copies of that law distributed 
than there have been comes of the Constitution 
The Constitution cre ited the Union, and the Fue 
tive Slave Law was that great 
which saved it. Therefore I think there is creat 
propriety in both going together. The 
should be favored with both at the same time. 
Mr. WELLER. Ido not think any 
force in the suggestion made by the Senator from 
New Hampshire, but I think it would be better 
for the Senate to employ that Senator to write out 
what is commonly called the ** Higher Law,’’ and 
to have it as an appendix to this work 
The higher law would then be much better under 
than it now. If the fue 
slave law were inserted, of course it would enable 


healing measure 


people 


there is 


inserted 


stood seems to be itive 
the people to decide for themselves whether it was 

But 
profoundly 
the higher law, 


in accordance with the Constitution. there 


are a vast number of neople who are 


ignorant of the exact meaning of 


i 


c 


and in order to give the people of the country in 
formation upon that subject, | would suggest that 
the amendment which | have intimated is more 


appropriate than that suggested by the Senator 
from New Hampshire. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President,-while I have 
very great doubt about the propriety of arresting 
r I think, in which 
the United States 
printing of information 
useful to the people, I am grieved as well as sur 


the most beneficent operation, a 
the Senate and the Congress of 
are engaged, that is, the pr 
prised to find that the opposition concentrates it 
self first against the®publication of that which 


the most important of all the information which 
is given to the people, and that is the Constitution 
of the United States. 

Sir, there have been other lands than 


have 


this which 


been blessed with written constituti 


curing civil liberty. There have been other lands 
than this in which the people of different States 
have been blessed with a confederated constitution 


There is no land but this now in which a written 


constitution securing civil liberty is preserved with 


so a confederation of dif 


a constitution securing al 
ferent States; and we are indebted for this preémi 
nence of political felicity to the fact that we have 
practically, universal suffrage and universal under 
standing, of the Constitution itself. We 
been told hew many copies of the Constitution 
have been printed here. To whatsum do they all 
amount? Te nota hundred thousand; and yet 
there are born into this country every year men 
who are to exe''cise the right of suffrage more than 
the whole number of copies of the Constitution 
that we have ever prinied for distribution. Nay, 
more than this: we receive into this country every 
rear one hundred and fifty thousand persons who 
oo never probavly seen the Constitution of the 
United States, and who in five years become citi- 
zens and exercise the right of suffrage. Is it then 
great a thing that the Senate of the United 
States should annually distribute to the electors 
ten thousand copies of the Constitution. There 
is no man who is not interested in it. There is 
no man who is not bound as a citizen, if he exer- 
cises his duties wisely, to revise all our acts, 
and to hold us te the performance of our duties 


have 
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consistently, and in barmony with the Constitu 
tion. ; 

I shall vote for as many copies of the Constitu- 
tion as the Senate will ever consent to order fo 
distribution amongst the people of the United 
States. : 

In regard to the suggestion of the honorable 
Senator from California, (Mr. Wevrer,] 1 would 
submit to him and the Semmte, that there is not 
such an imperious necessity for the publication of 
the ‘‘ Higher Law,’’ for the information 
people of the United States, as he seems to: up- 
pose. There are societies in this country, and in 
others, which are engaged in an enterprise which 
is at once benevolent, beneficent, and not | 
portant than those duties which devolve upon the 
Government of the United States. Those 
are engaged in publishing and promulgating that 
law, notonly among the peopleof the United States, 
but among all the tongues and kindred of men. 
I believe, sir, that the higher law is contained 
ten edicts or rescripts, which are to be found } 
the Bible, and the Bible societies are engazed } 
furnishing to every family throughout the | t 
States a copy that important and invaluab! 
book; and I believe that, under God, the prosps 
ity and the safety of the institutions of the Un 
States depend the 
crowns the efforts of those societie in 
curing to every elector—to every citizen of thi 
country—the possession of that law; and that 
fast as they succeed in communicating it 
lands which are destitute of it, we shall see in 
tutions of civil liberty secured by constitutio: 
like our own rising up in them, and blessing them 
as we nre blessed. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The resolution was reported to the Senate, and 
the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. DE SAUSSURE ealled for the veas and 
nays upon ordering the resolution to a third read- 
ine; and they were ordered. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. the vote is 
taken, allow me to express a most earnest wi 
that, if this resolution should pass, and the book 
containing the Constitution should be circulated 
among, and read by, those for whose benefit 
Senator from New Y {[Mr. Sewarp] is 
very anxious that it should be circulated, its read- 
ing may have a different effect on them fre 
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it has had upon him. I trust that those who come 
after us, and who may be here at a time such as 
that at which that Senator made his debut here, 
and at which he gave us some manifestation of 
his regard for the Constitution, will show their 
reverence for it in a different way from that in 


{ trust that if, in the 


another addition of ter- 


which he has shown hi 


. . c on » er 
progress of this country, 


ritory shall be made to its limits, the peo; le 
livine in the different States of this Union s] 

unfortunately have become as deeply excited and 
as hostile to eneh other as they were anterior to 
the passage of the e mpromise measur that 
those to whom he distributes the Const ion in 
the Empire State, and elsewhere, will read and 
expound it differently from what he did in his 
famous California or higher law speech, and that 


its just and wise provisions may excite in their 
breasts very different feelings of d 
statesmanship from those which he exhibited upon 
the memorable oceasion to which I allude. [t 1 
at that time, when old, wise, and patriotic men of 
this body were exerting themsely by day and 
by night, and speaking away their very lives 
compromise and settlements, when the Senator 
from New York came forward with hivher 
law doctrine—his immediate and isolated admission 
of California, and also New Mexico, with her 
military and humbug constitution, and to crown 
all, his gigantic and Mexican pronunciamiento for 
the immediate abolition of slavery in the District 
of Columbia. Eulogiums upon the Constitution 
from that quarter, | confess, have but little interest 
tome. And I repeat my anxious hope that the 
reading of the Constitution, and the study of its 
history, and the objects for which it was formed, 
may haye a different effect upon those to whom 
the Senator may send his copies, than it has had 
upon himself, 

Mr.SEWARD. Mr. President, the honorable 
Senator from Iowa has anticipated a future period 
in which the effects of the distribution of the Con- 
stitution of the United States will be fully dis- 
closed. 
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I have only to say that to that future | 














general judgment of all man- 
1en pronounced, | refer every word | 
1 and every vote | have ever given 
* the Gnited States, and that I re- 
hdence erene in the expectation 
judgment upon those words, and 


period, and to the 
ass 


which the honorable Senator 
In regard to 


| .» ' g t 
Lnose voles, as Util \ 


from lowa vaunts for himself now. 


he question of slay ery and the acquisition of ter- 
ritory at a future day which he moots, | haveonly 
to say, that through the eperation of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, | expect thal at that 
fi , there will be no occasion left for any 


rop se that slavery shali disappear from 
| of the United Sates, and I expect that 

when future territories are annexed to the United 
States it will be necessary for no man to move 
very shall be prohibited within them, but 

will come in free without any effort being 


inat 


that ther 
lat they 


made to make them so. Certainly lL believe that 

one will propose here or elsewhere to establish 
slavery in regions blessed with universal freedom 
when the knowledge of the Constitution shall have 

en fully disseminated, as 1 propose that it shall 
be. 

fhe question being taken by yeas and nays on 
ordering theresolutiontoa third reading, resulted— 
yeas 29, nays 12; asfollows: , 

Y EAS—Messrs. Badger, Bell, Borland, Bright, Brooke, 

iss, Chariton, Clarke, Davis, Dixon, Dodge ot Wiscon- 
in, Dow bish, Geyer, Gwin, Hale, Houston, Jones ot 
eine Mangum, Morton, Rusk, Sebastian, Seward, 
Smith, Spruance, Sumner, Wade, Walker, and Weller—29. 

VAY s—Messrs. Adams, Bradbury, Brodhead, Cathcart, 
Chase, De Sau e, Dodge of lowa, Hamhu, Mason, Nor 
jis, Tout aud Underwood—1l12. 

oe } } .* . 

The 1 ition was then read a third time, and 


MARGARET L. WORTH. 

received from the House of Rep- 
ry Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announ- 
cing that it had agreed to the report of the Com- 
ot Conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the bill for the relief of Mrs. 


A mes e was 





Mar et L. Worth. 
CONTINUANCE OF HALF PAY. 
On motion by Mr. GEYER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to con- 
ler the | ‘*to continue half pay to certain 
widows and orphans.’’ It proposes to continue 
rh ears jonger the half pay granted to cer- 


tain widows and orphans for five years, by the 


rovisions of the act approved July 2Ist, 1848, 
entitled “* An act amending the act granting half 


‘ pay to widows or orphans where their husbands 
shave died in consequence of wounds 
‘received in the military service of the United 
tates, in the case of deceased officers and soldiers 
‘of the militia and volunteers,”’ passed July 4th, 
1836, or the act approved February 22d, 1849, en- 

t granting five years’ half pay to 


*or tathel 


a ** An act 





‘ertain widows and orphans of officers, non-com- 
! ioned officers, musicians, and privates, both 
rs and volunteers.’ 
BRIGHT. I would inquire from what 
committee this bill has been reported ? 


Mr. GEYER. It has been reported by the 
Committee on Pensions. : 

Mr. BRIGHT. I would be glad to hear the 
object of it explained. 


‘ 
‘ 


| regard this proposition as eminently just, a 


| these men? 


Mr. GEYER. The object is to extend for five | 
years further the half pay formerly granted to the 


he 
widows of officers and soldiers who were slain, or 
who died of disease contracted in the Mexican 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


VORKMEN ON THE CAPITOL EXTENSION. 


Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I introduced a small 
bill the other day ‘* for the relief of the working 
men on the addition to the Capitol,’’ which I ask 
the Senate now to take up for consideration. The 
object of it is to provide some compensation to 
those men who were thrown out of employment 
between the time of the expiration of the first and 
the passage of the second appropriation bill for 
that object. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was ac- 
cordingly read a second time and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to grant 
thirty days’ wages to each of the workmen en- 
gaged on the addition to the Capitol, on the first 
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cumstances, 


I should like to hear what are 
{ think it proper that the | 


be referred to the Committee on Public ] 


in order that they may 


amine its provisions, and see upon 
founded. 


more than once d 
a similar bill to the notice of the Senate 
subject which has been considered, and , 


Mr. DODGE, of 
the bill to the Committee on Public I 
Mr. BRODHEAD. 


will not prevail, 


If weare to gran 
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do it now. 


Iowa. Then I mo 


I hope the moti 


The effect of sending thi: 
committee will be to postpone action y; 
definitely, because in a few days we gh; 
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will not then agree to consider such a b 
A similar preposition was before t 


presume, ha: 
upon this floor. 


uring the last 


The billisy 
it can be easily understood. 
to pay these men for the whole time they 
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ment foralong time. ‘The bill is well 2 
and I hope the motion to refer will not prevail, by 
that we shall pass the bill, and pass it now 


Mr. RUSK. A 


similar bill 


io this, | inder 


urded 


ieT- 


stand, has already been passed by the Senay, 


feel confident something like it will pass: 


or other. 


and | 


Then the question is, shall we de 
The claim is so just and pro 


ert 


I think when gentlemen come to examine it, they 


will be willing to adopt it without difficulty 


we delay these men, and shall we delay the 
ness of Congress by postponing it at this time ? 


I hope not. 


Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. 1 withdraw the motion 


to commit. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


nays upon the passage of the bill. 


‘The PRESIDEN 
Senate is on the motion 
Committee on Public 

Several SENATORS. 


drawn. 


Mr. CLARKE. 


7 
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Juildings. 


{ made the motion t 


and I have not withdrawn it. lam, 


ises that have 


bill. 


commenced again until the spring. 


If this bill be referred to the Committee 02 


That motion has 
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The question | 
the 
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l ask for the yeas and 
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ern 
vnwilling as any gentleman in the Chamber to! 
| terpose any obstacle to the claim of these men 
| they have really been disappointed in any prom 
been held out to them that they 
| should be employed in the spring earlier than the 
were enabled to be employed, in consequence of ih 
delay which there was in passing the appropriation 
1 made the proposition to refer the bill to the 
Committee on Public Buildings, not with a view 0! 
defeating it, for, if I thought it just, I wouldr 
defeat it by any action of mine. 
heard it stated that the advertisement of the Arch i 
tect on the proposals by the Superintendent, we 
for men to come here to be employed until a certain 
day in November, and they were fully em} 
untilthatday. No further proposition was mace! 
them; no further engagement was made that they 
should be employed during the next seas 
| During the spring these men were here, wnaoe™ 
edly ready to go to work upon the build: 
| there was some delay in passing the appropriat 
| Therefore, if we pass this bill, it will be entirey* 
gratuity on the part of Congress. 
opinion, there is nothing in the contract that 0 , 
| gates the Government or its agents in any Wy * 
make any extra allowance to these men W 
employed on the building. 
here during a portion of the year, 
winter came the work was stopped. The s#™ 
thing may occur at every season, W : 
to be stopped at the end of the fall, and not! ™ 
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: consideration at the last session, the Senator 





vr <. of which my colleague (Mr. James] 


¢ Bul — it will receive no delay, but that com- 





js chair . into it, and into all the circum- 

mittee Wr ine to it, and therefore it was that I 
piances nat n. If it be the pleasure of the Sen-, 

ieee it to that committee, I, for one, will 

aioe # a seed a return to the Senate Chamber 

pre e.. id with all the information I can get 


a If the Senate are not better ad- 
ul the subject of this bill than I am,they 
vee i do not Know What are the claims of these 





“. y allowance, for I do not. This is a 

ew which they may either deserve or not de- 

bs. that depends upon the circumstances, with 

ial lan) not ac juainted, The bill, in my opin- 

-ht to be referred to a committee, in order 

. ahead ymmittee may be enabled to ascertain 

the circumstances upon which the claim is founded 

and report the facts to the Senate, and then the 
or ate call ict advisediy upon the su ject. 


Mr. BORLAND. A proposition making pro- 
van for these working men has already been 
Senate. I think 


swice passed by the the matter 
. was very fully considered during the last session. 

I w that myself and several other Senators | 
© nade various efforts to accomplish it, and we suc- 
ceeded in getting a proposition of this sort upon 


‘wo different bills, but it failed to pass the House. 
opose it has been as fully and thoroughly‘con- 
sidered by the Senate as itis likely to be at this 

Mm session. The only objection which I have to the 
that it does not go far enough in relieving 

I think they have been 


these poor, suflering men. 


Me iadiy treated. I think Congress is in duty bound 
to provide something for them. We seem to pro- 
vide iberally for ev eryi ody else. These persons 
are working men. ‘The overseers and superin- 
endents lost nothing by the discontinuance of the 

me work. They suifered no inconvenience, received | 

® her reg lar pay; but these individuals who had 
to depend on their daily labor to get bread and | 
meat to feed their wives and children were suffer- 
ne, while the overseers and superintendents were 
vetting their thousandsa year, living incomfortand 
® abundance, and had their salaries regularly con- 

P ed without regard to the labor they performed. 

me These individuals who had come here under the 

Py persuasions of the agents of the Government were 

a rown out of em ioyment atan inclement season 


fthe year, and were left utterly destitute of the 
pport. Insome cases, even their very 
eds were taken from under their wives and chil 
iren, and sold in order to procure something for 
them to eat. These are facts which came under 
m) knowledge. 

I tired the Senate at the last session with exer- 
| tionsto geta larger allowance than this. Itis a 
= very small compensation to give thirty days’ wages 
to those who were thrown out of employment, and 
kept in that condition for three or four months 
If there was ever any claim kefore Congress which 
demanded immediate action it is this. 

Mr. CLARKE. I certainly do not mean to in- 
terpose any very serious objection to this bill. 

Several Senators. Withdraw your motion. 
; Mr. CLARKE. At the request of various 
® ‘friends | withdraw the motion, but [ still think it 
= would be better to refer the bill. 
: Mr. BROOKE. When this 
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question was up 


= from Kentucky exhibited the advertisement under 
which these men were brought here. It specified 
the day when their labors were to terminate. The 
Government certainly fulfilled its contract by pay- 
ing them up to the day specified in the advertise- 
ment. Now, unless some satisfactory explanation 
be given, I cannot vote for paying them beyond 
‘nat ume. They were not taken by surprise. 
The Government has not been in default at all, as 
! understand, and I should like to hear some rea- 
given why these men should be paid beyond 
= ‘ne time specified in the advertisement, and of 
which they had due notice. 
Mr. BRODHEAD. They were out of employ- 
ment for three months. ; te: 
Mr. BROOK i. Ido notcare if they were out 
“ employment for six months, for that does not 
ar ail affect the question. The day specified in the 
dvertisement, up to which they could get work, 
wus the 30th of November. They were brought 
ere to work until that time, and they continued 
‘o work until that time, and were paid for it. It 
Was no fault of the Government that they were 


thrown out of employment. ThereforeI can per- 


THE 


ceive no reason why they should receiveany extra 


pay. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. | read all the papers 
furnished by the superintendent of these buildings 
lL read the advertisement showing that these 
were invited to come here and serve till a p 
lar day. They were employed and paid up to the 
day mentioned in the advertisement, which, ac- 
cording to my lection, was the 30th of No- 
vember, when, by the very terms of their employ 


men 


articu- 


rec 
ment and the advertisement, they were to be dis- 


charged: and I can, therefore, see 1 


’ 

any claim for extrac ensation. 
Mr. WALKER. Mr. President, t 

of Senators must be very short indeed if they do 

not remember what will entirely contradict thi 

ferences which wentlemen are drawing f 

ts—for we know th 


truthful stateme: 
Senator from Kentucky. 


omt 


om the 
em to be true 
—made by the 


not know, sir, that an 


Do we 


ppropriation of SoU0,000 
was asked fora year ago towards the continua 
tion of the extension of the Cay ) \ whe! 
that proposition was pending, the su en 


ents of this work were daily an : 
the Capitol, saying to us that these poor men were 
here without employment for want of an ap; 
priation. Do we not remember that our 
were filled with these same poor men, ranged here 
so as to influence our a 


Can gentlemen have forg 





on uf 


ytten it? 





ference irresistible that they were here, under the 
circumstances, controlled, and almost command 
ed, by the superintendents, to induce us to make 


an appropriation? Would they have been here if 
they had had employment, or if there had 

any money to pay them? And shall we now 
told that because me for which they were to 


work, as specified in tl 


tne t! 
e advertisement, expired 
on the 30th of November, they are to have noth 


ing for the time they were kept here destitute of 


anything to pay their expenses? I hope and trust 
such a statement will not influence the Senate 
Mr. BRIGHT. If I believed that the money 
proposed to be appropriated under this bill would 
vo into the hands of the workmen themselves, I 


I do not know: whether or 
my information is correct, but from what | have 
heard I have my doubts as to whether these claims 
have not been purchased by 
an appropriation by Congress. I hope that such 
isnot the fact. Butit is the precedent mainly that 
I object to in this case. I am afraid that there 
are other classes of claimants who may come and 
lay claims to our bounty. 
Gentlemen put this claim uy 
that these individuals were invited here by our 
agents and that we are bound by theiracts. Why, 
there is not a public employee in any of the pub- 
lic departments who may not say the same thing. 
They have ail been invited to this city, and it is 


might vote for it. not 


DY persons anti Ipatin r 


the ground 


On £ 


very apparent that in a short time a great many 
of them will be invited to leave; and we might, 


with the same propriety, be asked by all such, to 


make an appropriation for their relief. These 
changes in private and public affairs, are incident 


to the business of life. Itis impossibie to provide 


against many of the hardships and inco: ve: 
daily occurring, by any system of legislation the 
ingenuity of man can invent. * 

Now | do not wish to be considered ; opr 
these particular claims; it is against the principle 
contended for by the honorabie Senators from 
Pennsyivania and Arkansas that | speak. I con- 
tend that the Government, like an individt 
a right to dismiss from her service those she em- 
ploys by the day at any time the | ublie 
will be promoted by so doing, and where she thus 
acts, | am unwilling by my 
to pay damages for so doing. 

Mr. BORLAND. 


my ti 


sing 


} 
» hi 
interest 


vote, to ] lire ner 


I have but a word to say 


reply to iend from 


Indiana. I agree with 


him that, according to the hard letter of the law, 
] . , 

these men have no claim upon us; they cannot 
sue us in acourt of justice; they cannot force us 


‘yr ’ 7 
to pay this-money. The claim is presel ted sim 
r ly . 
DF | 


ply upon the ground that it is an equita 
one that appeals to that sense of equity which we 
are all supposed to have; and I may add, to r 
sense of generosity; for | confess that I do 
times in legislation take a little counsel of 
heart as well as of my head. 

Mr. BRADBURY. The Government adver- 
tised for workmen, and I understand that a larger 
number than were needed applied for work. Those 


ie one— 


ome- 


my 
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who were employed continued in public employ- 
up to the time to which the advertisement 


ment 
enecified they were to be engaged. 
were unavie to 


Those who 


procu employnient were here 


withou enefit themselves: they were 
brought here just as much as those who were em 
ryed vy were in some manner induced to 
come 1e fuith of the advertisement that. men 
would \ | understand that some of 
nem contunued employment when the 
\ ¢ was resumed tn the spring, but a preference 
vas given to se who l received the first en- 
ement. Now, sir, | ink that the real suffer 
ers, ti who w tl I unfortunate, were 
{ > » totaly i 1 to get employment, for it 
is well Known that the Government pays quite as 
high for the sam ervice as orivate individuals 
do. It appears to me that if there is any class 
that deserve sympathy s those who fa:led to 
ret « ‘Y lov nent a 
The lt wa re wrted to the Senate without 
in di nt. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD ealled for the veas and 


nays, on ordering it to be engrossed for a third 
reading 

I'he yeas and nays were ordered, and being 
taken, resulted: 





Y EAS—Messrs. Borland, Brodhead, Cathcart, Chase, 
dD re Wisconsin, Dodge of lowa, Houston, Jones of 
I i un, Rusk, Seward, Sumner, Wade, and Walk 
‘ 14 

\YS—Mesgrs. Adams, Atchison, Bradbury, Bright, 
srooke, Chariton, Clarke, Davis, Downs, Fish, Geyer, 
N Pearce, Sebastian, Spruance, Toucey, and Under 
“ 

The PRESIDENT. There is not a quoram 
vot 

() , e Ser irned 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
UXy . ee 
W epnespay, January 5, 1853. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m Prayer 

y e Rev. C. M. Butier 

1 Jo lof. terdav W read ans proved 

STEAMERS ON THE WESTERN WATERS. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York lL ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to take un a 
int re ution trom the Senate, which now les 
upon the Speaker’s table, the object of which is to 
ena f inspectors on the western walters to 
v~arry into effect the law passed during the 
3ES88 ») of Congress, providing for the {tt ng | 
of steam and other vessels to give security to pas 


sengers. 


‘The joint resolution is s my iva propo- 


sition, which the Senate have passed, for the pur 


pose of giving the desired construction to that law 
{ now move to take up that resolutior 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. | 


House will proceed with the regular order of bi 


nope that the 


i8l 

ness 

Mi LETCHER I object to takin iD ¢ 
re ‘ 

Cri { {) gq 1? 

\ SEYMOUR I ive no deubt if t el 
t I Virgir inderstood the nature of the 
re ion, he would withdraw his obje 

A law passed at the last session of Congrese 

a ent into etfect upon the western wate! 

ie Ist of January, providing that every boat 
be fitted up w certain apparatus. The ox 
of these oats have done their best to obtain the 
nece ry apparatus, but some of them have not 
heen anie to obtain it The inspecto sn - sin 
ily ask the power of extending the time ninet 
i i 
days for carrying the provision into effec nde 
the nresentarrangement, every boat which is 
furnished with tl requisit ratus ible t 

seized. 1 hope the gentleman will withdra: 
his ol tion. 

Mr. PRESTON I will state, in corrohoratior 
if the iés e gentleman from New York has 


sade »>ine inal eman trom V r 


know nothing of the resolution 


rinia to withdraw 
: ' ; 5 oe. RIT : : 
myseif—t tl lorning received a telegranpn 
: - > 4s . 
officer of the United 
sking me, as the Represent 


Convressional district, to advocate 


tf » t aauy 


ispa 1 irom the prin a 


ative of that 
the House, ome proposition to ex- 
tend the ted to the owners of bo 
them up, according to the act of the last 
! understand the resolution which has pass: } t} 

Senate makes t} - and [ therefore hope 
the i feom Virginia will withdraw his 
objection, and allow the resolution to be taken up 


time erat ats to fit 


rnre 


gentié 
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and passed. We aredoing nothing at the present 
lume, and i will require only a few m nutes to 
resolution, 


{ appeal to my colleague to 


dispose ot the 

Mr. CLEMENS. 
withdraw his objection, 

Mr. LETCHER. I will withdraw it. 

Mr. Jé IN ES, of Tennessee. Is therea quorum 
yrresentr 

The SPEAKER. 


but i not certain. 


The Chair thinks there is, 
That fact, however, can be 
ascertained by a vote. 

The resolution was then taken up and read a 
first and second time by its title, as follows: 

‘A resolution authorizing, in certain cases, the owners of 
steamers further time to make the necessary preparations 
to bring their vessels within the provisions of the act enti 
tled An act to amend An act entitled * An act to provide 
for the better security Of passengers on board of vessels 
propelled in whole or in part by steam, and for other pur- 
poses,’ approved August J0, L852.”’ 


The resolution was then read through by the 
Clerk. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I desire to propose an amend- 
ment to that resolution, which was agreed to by 
the Committee on Commerce, in the Senate, and 
which they intended to have inserted in the reso- 
lution, limiting the time to ninety days from the 
Ist of January, 1853. 1 move to insert in the first 
section, atter the words *‘ ninety days,’’ the words 
‘* after the first day of January, 1853.”’ 

The resolution was then ordered to Lie engrossed 
and read a third time, and having been engrossed, 
it was read the third time. 

The question now being, ‘Shall the resolution 
pass/’’ it was put, and, upona division, 89 rose in 
the affirmative. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of Connecticut, demanded tell- 
ers; which were ordered; and Messrs. Jones, of 
Tenne ssee, and GAYLORD were appointed, 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 102, noes 15—the Speaker voting in 
the affirmative to make a quorum. 

So the resolution was passed. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I move that 
the vote just taken, by which the resolution was 
passed, be reconsidered, and that the motion to re- 
consider do lie upon the table. 

The question was put, and the latter motion 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Reports are in order from 
the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. LOCKHART. I hold in my hand a peti- 
tion from the Territory of Utah, asking remuner- 
ation to the people of that Territory for defending 
themselves against Indian incursions, which was 
referred to the Committee on Territories. I am 
instructed by that committee to report it back to 
the House, with the recommendation that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

There was no objection, and the change of ref- 
erence was made. 

Mr. COBB. If there is nothing before the 
House, I propose to call up a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. The business before the 
House is the call of committees for reports. 

Mr. STANLY. I desire to know if a report 
has not been made by the Committee on Territo- 
ries without the consent of the House? 

The SPEAKER. The report was received, 
there being no objection, and the petition referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


DUTY ON RAILROAD IRON, 


Mr. COBB. Near the close of the last session of 
Congress, | introduced a bill, (House bill No. 323,) 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, and reported back unani- 
mously by that committee, to the House, with a 
recommendation that it do pass. The bill was 
put upon its passage, but, like almost every bill 
which I brought before the House at the last ses- 
sion of Congress, was laid upon the table. Havy- 
ing distinctly understood that it would be laid upon 
the table by a very small vote, I voted in favor of 
the motion, in order to give me an opportunity to 
move to reconsider that vote. I made that motion 
in order to give the members another opportunity 
of investigating the subject, and for the purpose of 
allowing it to take another chance with the House. 
My honorable friend from New York [Mr. Jen- 
KINSs} moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
the table, which motion is now pending. I now 
call up that motion to reconsider, and ask the gen- 
tleman from New York to withdraw the motion to 
lay upon the table, in order to give me an oppor- 
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tunity briefly to explain the objeet of the resolu- 
tion. I will have the bill read, and it will explain 
itself. It proposes lo extend theume tor the pay- 
ment Of duues upon railroad iron four years, the 
railroad companies being bound to give,such secu- | 
rity as the district courts may require for its pay- 
ment, with six per cent. per aunum. 

Mr. JENKINS. I will withdraw the motion 
to lay on the table, if the gentleman will promise 
to renew it in Jess than five minutes. 

Mr. COBB. 1 will renew it in less than that 
time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will remark to 
the gentleman from Alabama, that if the motion 
be withdrawn, his motion to reconsider will not 
According to the recollection of 
the Chaur, the bill was at the last session laid upon 
the table; a motion to reconsider is not, therefore, 
debatable. 


Mr. COBB. 


be debatable. 


rr - ' 
Then [ move that the bill be taken 


up and read through. i) 
i 


Mr. HiLLYER. Is it in order to bring this 
bill before the House at this time? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama has the right to call up his motion to re- | 
consider, but that motion is not debatable. 

Mr. COBB. If it is not the pleasure of the 
House to consider the motion at this time, I will | 
not press it upon them. 

Mr. JENKINS. If the gentleman from Ala- 
bama cannot be allowed to explain his bill, | do 
not withdraw the motion to lay upon the table. | 

The question now being upon the motion to lay 
upon the table the motion to reconsider the vote 
by which House bill No. 323, for the relief of 
the Memphis and Charleston, the Tennessee, 
Mississippi and Alabama, the Alabama and Ten- 
nessee river, the Coosa, New Orleans and Jack- 
son, the New Orleans and Opelousas, and the 
Great Western Railroad Companies, was laid upon 
the table, 

Mr. ROBBINS demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 


The question was then taken, and the result 
was—yeas 74, nays 73; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Babcock, Barrere, Bartlett, 
Buell, Burrows, Busby, Joseph Cable, Chandler, Chapman, 
Clemens, Cleveland, Curtis, Dawson, Disney, Duncan, 
Eastman, Evans, Ficklin, Florenee, Floyd, Thomas J. D. 


Fuller, Gaylord, Giddings, Gilmore, Green, [sham G. Har- | 


ris, Hart, Haven, Hibbard, Hillyer, Horsford, John W. 
Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Ingersoll, Ives, Jenkins, An- 


drew Johnson, John Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George W. | 


Jones, George G. King, Preston King, Kurtz, Letcher, 
Martin, McNair, Miner, Henry D. Moore, Morrison, New- 
ton, Peaslee, Penniman, Perkins, Riddle, Robbins, Robie, 
Ross, Schermerborn, David L. Seymour, Origen 8. Sey 
mour, Skelton, Benjamin Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, 
Abr’m P. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, Stratton, Stuart, 
Sweetser, Thurston, Townshend, Walbridge, Walsh, and 
Washburn—74. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Averett, Bocock, Bragg, 
Breckinridge, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, 
Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Cart- 
ter, Caskie, Chastain, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Conger, 
Cottman, Cullom, Darby, John G. Davis, Dockery, Ed- 


mundson, Freeman, Grey, Hall, Harper, Sampson W. | 


Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Holladay, Hunter, Jackson, 


James Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Landry, Little, Lock- | 


hart, Marshall, Meade, Miller, Millson, Molony, John 
Moore, Morehead, Murphy, Nabers, Olds, Orr, Samuel 
W. Parker, Polk, Powell, Price, Richardsom, Robinson, 
Scurry, Smart, Smith, Frederick P. Stanton, Alexander 
H. Stephens, Taylor, Venable, Wallace, Watkins, Welch, 
Addison White, Alexander White, Wilcox, Williams, 
Woodward, and Yates—73. 


So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the 
table. 


Mr. DEAN, pending the call of the yeas and 
nays, stated that he was outside the bar when his 


name was called, and asked to have his vote re- | 


corded. 

Mr. CLINGMAN objected. 

Mr.BOCOCK. I desire to call the attention of 
the Speaker to the fact that under the rules of the 
Flouse he could have voted in the negative, and 
decided the vote in the negative. 


[Cries of ** Too late!’’] 
MRS. MARGARET L. WORTH. 


Mr. POLK. I rise to a privileged question. I 


| ask for the consideration of the report of the Com- 


mittee of Conference on the bill granting a pension 
to Mrs. Margaret L. Worth. I believe that that 
is usually considered a privileged question; or, in 
other words, reports of committees of conference 
have precedence over all ordinary business. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that has 
, been the practice of the House. 


Jan 5 


ili lia tt is ta ice 0 


Mr. POLK. I call for the reading of the re 
| The report was read, as follows: ite 
The Committee of Conferen anor 
of the two Houses, upon the bill for the re tt fo M 6 VOU 
garet L. Worth, met, and after free and full ex ee 
| agree, and recommend that the House of Repr 
recede trou: its amendment to the Senate bill, and thar 
| bill be passed in the form in which it came trom the Ra aa 
SOLON BORLAND. ~ 
JAMES SHIELDs.’ 


e upon thed 


MSU ating 


EoeCHlalives 


enate, 


i} JOHN DAViIs, 


On the part of the Sen, te 
WILLIAM H, POLK. 
ROBERT GOODENOW 
' , On the part of the Hon p 
I dissent from the above report. l. G. HARRI 
LALS 


Mr. POLK. I move that the report be op, 
curred in by the House. a 

Mr. STUART. Upon that motion | 
the previous question. 

Mr. ORR. I ask the gentleman from Michiva; 
to withdraw his call for the previous question, S 
five or ten minutes. 

Mr. STUART. [have but one object in makine 
the call, and that is, if possible, to vet a 
| ular order of business of this House. 

_ Mr. ORR. By the passage of this bill, a very 
important precedent would be established, ang | 
think the House ought to understand it, 

Mr. STUART. 1 will withdraw the call, ang 
| allow the gentleman the time he asks for. : 

Mr. ORR. I know, sir, that it is a very unora. 
cious task which I enter upon, when | announes 
myself as opposed to concurring in the report s 
mitted by the Committee of Conference. [Ff the 
| House should understand the bill which has bee) 
passed, my opinion is that a very large majority 
of the House will refuse to concur in the report 6f 
the Committee. What is the state of the faris 
General Worth, after having rendered, as | eop- 
cede, the most brilliant services to his country 
died a few months after the termination of the 
Mexican war. The proposition now before the 
House is this: to allow to the widow of Genera 
Worth a pension—not for five years; not sucha 
pension as she would have received if he had bee: 
killed in battle, a pension of thirty dollars a mont 
for five years, according to his rank; but this pro- 
position, which is now proposed to be passed, 
allows to her a pension of fifty dollars a mont 
| during her lifetime. It proposes to allow her $60 a 
year for her lifetime, when, if General Worth had 
been shot down in Mexico, she would have been 
entitled, under our present pension laws, to only 
thirty dollars per month for five years. N 


demand 


‘ 
3 /0r 


al the reg. 


NOW , Sir, 
is not the precedent a very important one? 

I do not know that I have very serious objec- 
tions to your providing—though I think, perhaps 
it would be in the main wrong—for the support 
of the widows and orphans of your officers w 
are not only killed in battle, but who die when 
not actually engaged ip war. But if the precedent 
is to be set now, F- submit that it would be better 
that you should set it by passing a general law, 
and thereby apply to the widows of all your ofi- 
cers who have died, the same justice which y 
now propose to extend to the widow of Gene! 
W orth; and also, as suggested to me by my friend 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Jonnson,] in front of me, 
that you extend the same bounty to the widows 
of soldiers who are killed in battle, and who g¢ 
| erally leave their families in far more destitute cir 
cumstances than the families of officers. 

The precedent is wrong from another consider- 
ation. You give the very strongest incentives 0 
individuals to enter the Army, from the highest 
office down to the lowest; because if a man enters 
the Army at the age of twenty-one or twenty-livé, 
asa soldier or an officer, he has a guarantee, !! 
|| this precedent be established, that, whether he be 
|| provident or improvident, or whatever dispositio! 
|| he chooses to make of the funds paid to him by 
the Government as an annual salary, when he 
comes to die, and his widow and children are le 
destitute, the Government becomes their support 
giving to the military man and his family cert" 
support through life, white every other occupa 
and pursuit is subjected to the hazards of fai 
Does this not go far towards making this a ¢ 
military republic ? 

Ido not know that it would be wrong, bu! 
the House prepared to establish such a precede! 
as that at this time? Now, sir, there are widow® 
and orphans of other gallant and distingu'she’ 
officers. 1 had the honor the other day to prese™ 
a petition from a widow residing in my State, ¥"° 
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ome before this House with just as strong 
those of Mrs. Worth. Her husband, 
had not the same opportunity of dis- 
ehing himself in the service of his country 
eral Worth had, but he served his country 
three successive wars—first under Gen- 
fackson, then in the Florida war, and lastly 
‘he war with Mexico—and died while on parol 
7 ain r the Mexican war. In addition to that, she 
ie in the Army, during the Mexican war, two 
; in the company commanded by her husband. 
. one of the name survived, and she was left 
viless, with a family of interesting daughters 
Is her claim to the generosity of the 
G vernment less just than that of the widow and 
; »s of General Worth? 

Well, sir, as I said, there are other officers who 
have been connected with the regular Army as 

ae as General Worth, and whose services, | wil 
not say, are as brilliant—for Ido not know thal 
the service of any officer in the Army has been as 
by nt—but whose services have been of the 
most valuable nature to our country, and whose 
widows should equally share with Mrs. Worth in 
the bounties of the Government. 

‘Tl lere a message was received from the Senate, 
by the hands of Aspury Dicks, its Secretary, in- 
firming the House that the Senate had passed 

s and resolutions of the following titles: 

s. No. 47. ** An act to revive a portion of the act for 
the relief of the widows of deceased soldiers.’’ 

=. No. 97. An act to make the salary of the judge 
of the criminal court of the District of Columbia equal to 
that of an assistant judge of the circuit court of said Dis- 
= No. 573. “An act for the relief of John Charles 
Fremont, late lieutenant colonel in the Army of the United 

3. No. 68. “A resolution explanatory of the appro 
priation for the improvement of the mouth of the Sekonk 
river, and harbor of Providence, Rhode Island.’’] 


Mr. ORR, (resuming.) Well, Mr. Speaker, | 
have no lengthy argument to make upon this sub- 
ject. All | desired was, that the House should 
understand what they are voting upon. The prop- 
osition is to change our pension laws, so as to 
allow a pension of fifty dollars per month to the 
widow of General Worth, for life, when if he had 
been killed in bgttle she would have been entitled 
to no more than thirty dollars per month for five 
years; and dying after the war terminated, she is 
entitled to nothing under our existing pension sys- 
tem. If a soldier is killed, wounded, or disabled, 
his widow is entitled to only forty-five or fifty dol- 
lars a year, for five years. The effect of the pas- 
sage of this bill will be to make the widows of 
every man who is engaged in the military service 
of this country, the widows of both officers and sol- 
diers, pensioners upon the Treasury of the United 
States. The bill makes the Government the hus- 
band of every soldier’s widow, and the father of 
his orphan children. 

Mr. POLK. I have taken an interest in this 
bill for the relief of Mrs. Worth, from considera- 
tions of a personal character, and from a high ap- 
ireciation of the services which her gallant hus- 
and rendered to his country. The gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. Orr} opposes the reso- 
lution because, he says, itis a bad precedent. Sir, 
the precedent has been adopted before. [tis noth- 
ing new in the history of our country that a re- 
ward is conferred outside of the ordinary law, 
which provides for the widows of soldiers a pen- 
sion. This Government did it in the case of the 
widow of Commodore Decatur. ‘They did it in 
the case of a soldier—as gallant a one as ever 
bared a bosom to the foes of his country—Rich- 
ard M. Johnson, of Kentucky. We have done 
it In many instances I could enumerate, outside 
of the law which the gentleman from South Car- 
olina [Mr. Oxr] quotes as authority. He says 
that General Worth did not fall in battle. No, 
sir, he did not. His God was kind to him. If 
his soldier’s heart could have asked for his death 
place, it would have been under the boom of the 
cannon, the rattle of the musket, and the beat of 
the drum and fife. But God was good to him at 
last. He died in the service. He did not send 
him a lingering disease, like chills and fevers, to 
call home so gallant a spirit to Heaven. He did 
not send the hectic cough and hectic flush, but he 
sent the monarch of diseases, the cholera, to claim 
such a heart as Worth’s. He leaves a widow and 
three children—one a bov now only ten years of 
age, who has yet to receive a proper education. 
An American Congress debates the question wheth- 
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er it will afford to the widow of General Worth 
the means of educating a child springing from the 
loins of such a man! 

Sir, I do not desire to protract the debate upon 
this case. Republics are ungrateful, | know; but 
this is a peculiar case, and if the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Orr} will present to me a 
similar case in the century past—a case of equal 
merits, save those of Commodore Decatur anid 
R. M. Johnson—or if he will bring me any such 
case in future time, | will support it. : 

1 am constrained, Mr. Speaker, to move the 
previous question upon the adoption of the re- 
ort. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I ask the cen- 
tleman to withdraw the call for the previous ques- 
uon. 

Mr. POLK. I cannot, although I would do 
almost anything for my friend and colleague. 

Mr. HARRIS. As a member of the committee 
which had the bill under consideration, | desire 
to submit the facts of the case to the House. 

Mr. POLK called for tellers on seconding the 
demand for the previous question; but they were 
not ordered. 

The House was then divided, and the previous 
question was not seconded. . 

Mr. HARRIS. It is alwaysa disagreeable task 
to oppose any bill that has for its object a gratuity 
of this character, and which appeals so strongly to 
the sympathies of every member of this House. 
Asa member of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, | examined the case now under considera- 
tion. I find, sir, that under the general law, the 
widow of General Worth would have been entitled 
to no pension; her husband having died, not from 
wounds received, nor falling in battle, she was en- 
titled to nothing. He died of disease, and that, 
too, in time of profound peace. He died of cholera, 
as stated by my colleague. I, as a member of the 
committee, was of opinion, however, that under 
the circumstances, we should allow her just such 
pension as she would have been entitled to had 
General W orth fallen in battle, or died of wounds 
received in battle. 

It has been the practice of the Government to 
allow half-pay pensions to widows for five years 
only. This bill gives to Mrs. Worth a pension of 
fifty dollars a month during the remainder of her 
life. If she were entitled to a pension at all un- 
der the general law, she would receive thirty dol- 
lars per month, and that only for five years. And 
if she had married before the expiration of that 
time, she would have forfeited even that. 

Mr. POLK. Why she is now sixty years of 
age. ([Laughter.] 

Mr. HARRIS. The widow of every soldier 
who has fallen gallantly fighting under the banners 
of our country—the widow of every soldier who 
has bled upon your battle-fields, is, by the gen- 
eral law, entitled to only half the monthly pay of 
the soldier as a pension, and that only for five 
years. Whilst my sympathies are aroused to as 
high a degree as those of my colleague, for the 
widow and orphan children of General W orth— 
whilst my admiration for that gallant officer is equal 
to his, I am unwilling, as a representative of the 
people, to violate general principles that have con- 
trolled the action of this Government heretofore, 
and, in my opinion, should contro! its action still. 
l am unwilling to make an invidious distinction 
between the widow of General Worth and the 
widow of the humblest soldier who yielded up his 
life on the altar of the country. If it be right to 
violate the principle, do it by a general law, so 
that the benefit of its provisions will extend to the 
widow of the humblest soldier inthe rayks as well 
as the widow of the proudest commander who has 
spilled his blood upon the battle-fields of the coun- 
try. I am unwilling to favor this species of class 
levislation. 

| desire to correct my colleague [Mr. Pork} 
with reference to a precedent that he cited. | 
know that a pension was granted to the widow of 


| Commodore Decatur, and I have recently exam- 


ined the report of the committee upon the subject. 
It was allowed not so much as a pension as it was 
in payment of certain prize money supposed to be 
due to the heirs of Commodore Decatur. Indeed 
her petition was not fora pension. She never 
asked this Government for a pension, but she did 
petition Congress to allow her and the heirs of 
Commodore Decatur what was supposed to be 
due him for the recapture and destruction of the 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


231 


frigate Philadelphia. Instead of allowing the prize 
money, Congress passed a special act, placing her 
on the pension roll. My colleague will see that 
the precedent cited is not in point, and therefore 
no authority. This case, on the contrary, is an 
application for a pension disconnected from every 
other description of claim upon the Government, 
and if you allow it, you will violate every princi- 
ple that has controlled the action of the Executive 
and Legislative Departments of the Government 
on the subject. If it be proper to do it in this 
proper to general law that 
embrace within its provisions all similar 

For am bound to vote 
against the report of the Committee of Confer- 
ence, and against the e amendment 
of this House be If the amend 
ment be retained, | am willing to give it my hum- 
ble support. 

Mr. JONES, of New York. As I was the 
member of the Committee on Invalid Pensions to 
whom was referred this Senate bill forthe relief of 


case, it is pass a 
shall 
cases. these reasons I| 
bill, unless tl 


attached to it. 


Mrs. Worth, { desire to submit a brief explana- 
tion, and in part correct a misrepresentation of the 
gentleman from ‘Tennessee, [Mr. Harnis.] The 
Committee on Invalid Pensions did not recommend 
that a pension of thirty dollars per month should 
be rranted to Mrs. Worth. 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not state that the com- 
mittee recommended the amendment. When my 
friend from New York reported back the bill to 
the House, I moved the amendment, and it was 
adopted. 

Mr. JONES. That is true. I suppose, Mr. 
Speaker, that the whole business of the Com 
mittee on Invalid Pensions is to take into consid 
eration such cases as are precluded by the general 
laws of the country. | have, indeed, n my drawer 
a report, unanimously agreed to by the members 
of that committee, which violates this same prin- 
ciple in allowing to a seaman who lost an arm, 
eight dollars instead of six dollars per month, 
which is the full pension ofa seaman. Every action 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions is in direct 
contradiction to some positive law. 

And now, with the permission of the House, I 
will state,as I know of no better method of giving 
the impression of the majority of the Committee, 
the principal points of the report they instructed 
me to submit. 

The majority of the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions, to which was referred the Senate bill for 
the relief of Mrs. Margaret L. Worth, widow of 
the late Major General Worth, instructed me to 
report back the same without amendment. The 
bill grants her a pension of fifty dollars a month, 
or six hundred dollars a year. The services of 
General Worth, the circumstances of his death, 
so fresh in the minds of all, seemed to render a 
report from the committee entirely unnecersary. 
Sut with the indulgence of the House, I will state 
some of the reasons which induced the committee 
to recommend granting a pension to Mrs. Worth 

General Worth joined the Army of the United 
States in the war of 1812, and continued in active 
service to the day of his death. He was inmany 
of the battles of the war with Great Britain, and 
in all or nearly all of the important ones in the 
war with Mexico. All his time and energy was 
devoted to the service of his country, and it is de- 
tracting from no other man’s fame, living or dead, 
to say that the services so rendered were equal to 
those of any other man. Noted for the energy 
with which he prosecuted any purpose committed 
to his charge, he was often detailed to accomplish 
difficult and dangerous enterprises, and he never 
disappointed the most sanguine expectation. Suc- 
cess universally attended him, until the soldiers 
under his command, knew that to advance to an 
assault was marching to victory. 

Soon after his return from the Mexican campaign, 
and before he had recovered from the arduous duties 
of that service, and while most of the officers of 
the Army were absent on sick lenve or furlough to 
recruit their shattered constitutions, he was or 
dered on service the 7th of November, 1848, and 
continued in the active duties of the appointment 
until his death, May 7th, 1849. 

Itis known, I believe, that General Worth la- 
bored under the effects of a wound 
entitled him to a pension, had he at any time re- 
tired from the service. It is also understood, that 
at the time he was sent on this service he had not 
recovered from a chronic diarrhea, contracted in, 


hat would have 
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and a disease somewhat peculiar to Mexico, and 
which destroyed the health and lives of many of 
our army. i. : 

He was ordered to Texas to establish a line of 
military posts, away from all the comforts of civil- 
ization, into a country pervaded in all its length 
and breadth by that fell disease, Asiatic cholera, 
Ag might easily have been foretold, he fella victim 
to the disease, for under such circumstances the 
commencement of an attack is but beginning to 
die. Mrs. Worth and family were with him at | 
the time of his death. And here I will read the 
copy of a letter written by him just one week be- 
fore his death, a6 it so well sets forth his opinion 
of his duty and its perils: 


McCLevvan’s. 20 miles from San Antonto, } 
S 3p.im., April 30, 1847. \ 
My pear Mas Iam here with the head of my col 
umn. ‘The center and rear will be up in anu houror so; 
ather retarded by disabled horses, having made one hun 
dred and fifty miles in four and a half days. & have your 
note of this morning, and draw from it the comfortable be 
lief that your sufferings are abating. Whether that be so 
or not, I must go on, it is my duty, and the ladies will not 
be Jeft behind. So we shall be with you, [ hope, by three 
o'clock to morrow, taking it quietly and coolly. Under 
other circumstances, I would cer tainly halt, but cannot do it 
now, whatever may he the hazard to me or mine 
W. J. WORTH 
Major L. 8. Carers, San Antonio, Texas 
Such are some of the circumstances under which 
he died. If the disease couid be directly traced to 
his service while in the line of his duty in the war 
with Mexico, his widow, under the general law, 
would be entitled to a pension. Had he died of 
the diarrhea, there would have been no doubt 
about the matter at all; but he died of cholera, and 
of course the Pension Office are precluded from 
granting any relief. Yet who does not know, that 
during the prevalence of epidemic diarrhea, per- 
sons suffering under chronic, diarrhma are pecu- 


arly liable to an attack, which attack 1s, in such | 
y 


cases, generally fatal. IT haveno more doubt that 
his death may be traced directly back to this cause, 
than that he is dead. 

The sum proposed is butasmall one. [tis not 
asked by the widow, but by her friends, who well 
know her need of it to aid her in supporting her 
family; and to me it does seem inconsistent, that 
while we are piercing the clouds with monuments 
to the fame of our heroes, that we should allow 
their widows and children to pine in misery and 
want, dependentupon charity for their daily bread. 
1 hope the report of the Committee of Conference 
will be concurred in, and relief afforded to the 
family of a distinguished military officer whose 
entire life was devoted to his country. 

Mr. STUART. When I some time sinceasked 
that the House should adopt the previous ques- 
tion on the motion to concur in the report of the 
Committee of Conference, I was in the hope that 
we might arrive at the regular order of business; 
but as the House has indicated a disposition to 
discuss, at some length, this question, I trust that 


I shall be pardoned if I say a few words in reply | 


to those opposed to the bill. And I regret to hear 
from my friend from South Carolina [Mr. ae 
process of reasoning similar to that which he 
adopted the other day. He does not object to the 


bill because of want of merit, either in it or in its | 


object. He passes the highest encomium upon 
the services of General Worth, and in doing so he 


accords to him only what the whole civilized world | 


accords. But, sir, it is objected that this bill is 
doing for his widow what the general law would 
not do for his widow, or the widows of others, 


and that hence it ought not to pass. It is arepetition | 


of the old argumert, that because you have per- 


sisted in injustice to the widows and orphans of | 


jus- 


deceased soldiers, you should continue that inj 
Is there a member of the House of Repre- 


tice. 


sentatives who is prepared to say that this pension | 


to the widow of General Worth is not just and 
right on the part of the country? I should regret 
to hear any such opinion expressed. 
anything in which this country has fallen short of 
its duty more, perhaps, than in another, it has 
been a failure to do justice to the survivors of 
those who have fallen in battle, or who have 
served their country faithfully, and in its service 
have been cut down by the hand of disease. 


If there is | 


I would like any honorable gentleman to answer, | 


and I propose to ask it, and have a response from 
this 
widow and children of such a man as General 
Worth is known to have been, shall be moderately 


ouse of Representatives to-day, whether the | 


| 


| Tennessee, [Mr. Harris,] w 


and fairly provided for at the hands of their coun- 
try, or whether they shall crawl to their graves in 
penury and want? That is the question, and it is 
a very important one. What stimulus is there 
to a man to do honor to his country upon the bat- 
tle-field, if in doing so, and serving his country to 
the exclusion of serving himself, he but metes out 
to the wife of his bosom misery and wantafter his 
death? I know not what other gentlemen may 
think of.it. I know not what rule of gratitude is 
to be laid down by the House of Representatives 
of the United States; but this I do know, that act- 
ing for myself upon this question, I will give no 
vote indorsing any such meed of gratitude as that. 
Why is the bill here? It is because in the general 
laws of the country there is no relief. I repeat 
that the very reason why we are called upon to- 
day to consider this bill is, because under the gen- 
eral laws of the country there is no relief in a most 
meritorious case. Is fifty dollars a month too 
much? Is six hundred dollars a year too much 
for the widow of General Worth and three chil- 
dren, to be sustained and educated by her? If it 
be too much, upon what principle is itso? Shall 
we measure out to the bereaved widow of a gal- 
lant soldier what she shall consume day by day, 
and prescribe in what apparel she shall be clad? 
Does anybody fear that upon six hundred dollars 
a year the appearance and support of that family 
will be too pompous and splendid to do credit to 
the memory of her gallant deceased husband? Is 
there any gentleman here who could support his 
wife and three children upon six hundred dollars 
a year, education and all expenses included? If 
so, he is a much more fortunate individual than I 
amin the way of pecuniary expenses. 

I will not consume the time of the House of 
Representatives, but I will conclude by propound- 
ing again the question which I desire to see tested 
here to-day, because the opportunity is an appro- 
wiate one, and the time is fitting, whether the 
fees of Representatives, representing more im- 
mediately the feeling of the American nation, is 
yrepared to do something like justice to those who 
ems defended the country in perilous times, or 
whether they are prepared to set the example, to 
be regarded in future as a precedent, determining 
and solemnly declaring that he who serves his 
country best butbrings penury and want upon those 
nearest and dearest to his bosom? 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. I do not intend 


‘to occupy the attention of the House for more 


than two or three minutes. I wish to say, in the 
first place, that I intend to vote for this bill. I 
have been rather struck with the contrast between 
the discussion to-day and that of yesterday and 
the day before. To-day there is a proposition 
before the House to give a pension to the widow 
and children of a deceased and meritorious soldier 
and officer, in relation to whose merits there is no 
difference of opinion. Yesterday the discussion 
was on the propriety of conferring an empty title 
upon a living soldier, who is sufficiently independ- 
ent of such a title to sustain himself and family 
in affluence and plenty. While our sympathies 
run with the vanities of this world, I hope that 


_ we will not so forget that which is due to the ne- 


cessities of the widows of those who have fallen 
in the service of their ee My friend from 

0 spoke in opposi- 
tion to this measure, stated that the strong ground 
which induced him to oppose it was, that it was 
making a distinction—that it was legislating for 
classes. I am opposed to all special legislation; 
but there are cases which arise in this country, 
which have arisen, and which will rise again, that 
can be offly mef and provided for by special legis- 
lation, ar I corceive this to be one of these 
cases. I am in favor of it for another reason, 
directly the opposite of that which the gentleman 
urges against it. I desire to establish a precedent 
by this special legislation. I am in favor of ex- 
tending the rights and privileges which the special 
legislation in thie particular case will confer upon 


' the widow of General Worth to the widow of 
_ every soldier whose husband has perished in the 


service of his country. Why do you say to the 
widow of the soldier that she shall receive his 
half-pay for five years? 
to her for the loss she has sustained ? 

When war is declared, you call upon the free- 
men of this country to raily under its banner. 
To whom do you make the appeal? Is it to the 


| ishe 
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“your country? No, sir, they 


sa Jan. 5, 
plenty to support and educate their farailies ma 


they the men who go forth to fight the beta! 


s of 
but 
’ Upon 
es and 


y are not the men- 
they are to be found among the sons of toil; 


whose labor, and labor alone, their wiy 
children are compelled to rely for support, Y 
take that prop from them, and in what stdlides 
you leave them? You say that you will on. 
them the pittance of what he could earn ie thes 
years, and then you throw them destitute y i. 
the tender mercies of the world. [have letters sei 
in my desk from the widows of soldies who ow 
in the recent war with Mexico, The je 
has not expired for which they were allowed « 
pension, and they appeal in the strongest tenis *s 
the ee of the people to extend e . 


| them during life, or during the time they may re 


Is that any remuneration | 


} the principles of the general law. 


almost universally done so. 


main single, and are compelled to Support thej 

3s ° r 
children by theirown hands. When that meas 
ure is brought forward, it shall receive my su : 
port; and this I consider as an entering widen 
and [ shall vote for it for that reason, becatis, 
hereafter, it can be referred to asa precedent. For 
these reasons the measure shall receive my un- 
qualified support. , 

Mr. SACKETT. 1 am in favor of the passage 
of this bill. The reasons why I am in favor of it 
have been properly presented to the House by 
gentlemen who have taken the same view of the 
question. Therefore I do not propose to go into 
detail, or present in detai] the reasons why | am 
in favor of its passage. I propose to answer some 
of the objections which have been urged against 
its passage. First, it is said that this bill will be 
used as a precedent, and will be calculated to 
secure the passage of other bills which may not 
have merit in themselves. I, for one, am not 
afraid to do right in this case, for fear some per- 
son will do wrong in another. Next it is said 
that this bill is a violation of principle, a violation 
of the general laws of the land on the subject of 
pensions. | am at issue totally upon that allega- 
tion. I deny thatit is a violation of any principle, 
a vidlation of any law. : 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I desire the 
gentleman to explain the reasons why the widow 
ef an officer who dies in his bed & disease, is en- 
titled to a larger pension than if he fell upon the 
field of battle. 

Mr. POLK. If he did not die in battle, he died 
with his harness upon him. 

Mr.SACKETT. Now let me saya word upon 
the question whether this law is a violation of 
principle or the general laws of the land touching 
pensions. What are all the private acts we pass 
to grant special relief? Are they anything but acts 
made necessary, because, by the laws of the land, 
the parties cannot get relief? That is the very ob- 
ject and purpose of those bills which are reported 

xy your Pension Committee. It is because under 
the general law it is impossible for a party to se- 
cure that relief which is just and equitable. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, (interrupting.) | 
desire to correct the gentleman from New York, 
with reference to the general principles controlling 
the action of this Government upon this subject. 
It is true, when a case is presented which is meri- 
torious in its character, but which, from some 
technical objection, does not fall within the letter 
of the law, it is referred to the legislative depart- 
ment of the Government, and they allow the pen- 
sion where the objection is strictly technical, and 
the claim every way meritorious. But in these 
allowances, in ninety-nine cases out of every hun- 
dred, from the beginning of this Government 
down to the present hour, the legislative depart- 
ment of this eee has been controlled by 
In amount they 
have almost universally conformed to the pension 
law, and in the duration of pensions they have 
Congress has only 


| relieved cases from technical objections. But you 


will violate the general principles that have here- 
tofore controlled the action of not only the Execu- 


tive but of the Legislative Departments of the Gov- 


ernment by the passage of this bill, because you 


| will allow a larger amount of pensions, and for 4 
longer duration of time than the general lw 


allows, or than ninety-nine out of one hundred of 


, the special acts have allowed. 


wealthy men who, if they lose their lives, Jeave | 


Mr. SACKETT. 


the subject ina moment. I was about stating tha 


all special legislation is merely equitable or 


That is the ground of all special legislation. 


I will come to that view o! 
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s equitable relief as against the arbitrary condi- 
¢the ceneral law, placing the act itself upon 
10s its of the application, and granting relief or 
he merits 0 : 
w aecording to the merits of the case. 
But, sir, let us go still further. The whole pen- 
e eeam is but special legislation. The general 
sion system IS I : : 
ugelf is but a law to grant equitable relief to 
hose who have been in the service of the country, 
. the exigencies of the case seem to require. All 

. enecial laws are based — the justice and 

vity of the case as between the Government and 
the parties seeking relief. Now, sir, with respect 
.the amount of the pension, that must be decided, 
every case, upon a principle of equity be- 
‘ween the Government and the claimant. The 
yestion in this particular case is, whether the pen- 
on asked for, and reported in favor of, is such a 
nension as the Government ought not to grant; 
whether it is more than the merits of the case call 
for? Why, that is in exact harmony, not .only 
with our general pension laws, but with every 
enecial act we have ever passed, and it cannot be 
stincuished in any respect from them. The 
Jaimant comes to the law-making power and asks 
for such relief as she believes herself entitled to; 
and the question is whether she is entitled to it. 
The principle is to grant such relief as she is enti- 
‘led to. Now, is fifty dollars a month too much 
for the widow of Major General Worth, one of 
the most gallant officers the American Army and 
service has ever known? That is the question. 
There isno violation of principle. It is a question 
between the claimant and the Governmenton prin- 
iples of equity. I do not think the amount too 
much, and therefore I am in favor of the bill. 

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, this question, 
vhich has been presented to the House to-day, is 
a succession of questions that have 
een discussed since I have had the honor of a 
seat upon this floor. I have witnessed with deep 

terest the discussion of all those questions involv- 

* the principles which are involved in this one 
Sir, when an attempt was first made to introduce 

is bill into the House, | objected to it without 
aving the privilege of an explanation, and I there- 
fore embrace this opportunity to present my views 
riefly with regard to this and all other similar 
t is not simply a question whether 


sat acc 


law 


equity 


as In 


nly one of 


measures. It 
we shall give to the widow of Major General 

Worth a pension for life. It does not stand iso- 

ited and alone as a question of that kind. If it 

lid, and if this was to be the end of it, we should 

ot waste our time in discussing the question. 

[he amount is too small to be worth even a single 

speech upon this floor with regard to it. But, sir, 

t involves a principle—an important principle—a 

vital principle—a principle that strikes at the very 

rootand foundation of our republican institutions. 

It is because | believe that the question presented 

is of thismuch importance, that I deem it necessary 
to oceupy the time of the House in giving my 

views briefly upon the subject, and thereasons why 

I shall not vote for the bill. Wehave,as has been 

remarked, had within the last few days, a discus- 
sion upon the propriety of conferring an honorary 
title upon a distinguished soldier of the nation. I 

confess [ have been surprised at the sentiments 
which have been uttered upon this floor. What 
is it proposed todo? Why, sir, not only to grant 
the honors of title and nobility, but it is proposed 

aiso, to involve the country in large and extrava- 
gant expenditures of the people’s hard-earned 
money, 

Sir, it has been asked whether justice does not 
demand that the widow of General Worth shall 
be paid this pension for life. Ianswer, no. Sir, 
you will violate the principles of justice by grant- 
ing this pension, and it is for this reason that I am 
/pposed to granting it. General Worth, when he 
entered the American Army, entered it with a 
knowledge of the risks to his life, with a knowl- 
edge of the pay he would receive, with a know!- 
edge of the law with regard to pensions, and he 
knew very well that the laws were against grant- 
ing apension to his widow. On what principle, 
then, does the widow of General Worth come 
ere antl demand as an act of justice that we shall 
give her a pension for life? 

But, sir, with regard to the principle involved 
‘n this matter, what are we proposing to do? We 
‘re proposing to grant honors, and distinctions, 
and emoluments to the Army and Navy. We 
are elevating the military above the civil author- 
ities, Why, the time is rapidly approaching 
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when honors will only be conferred upon military 
men, and military fame be the only passport to 
the distinctions and honors of our country. Where 
is all this going to lead us? We have already 
granted pensions of millions and millions to our 
soldiers, and their widows and children. We are 
building up a military republic. Let us on 
and grant this pension to the widow of General 
Worth, and then to-morrow grant the lieutenant 
generalship to Scott, and what will you want 
next? You will want a field marshal, and after 
that you will want an emperor. (Laughter. ] 
Where are we going? What, I ask the House, is 
to be the end of this thing? 

Mr. FREEMAN, (interrupting.) I ask the 
gentleman if he did not, during the last session, 
advocate a bill granting a similar pension to a 
widow from New Jersey ? 

Mr. SKELTON. No, sir, I did not 

Mr. FREEMAN. Did not the gentleman ad- 
vocate a claim ofa similar character? 

Mr. SKELTON. No, sir, I did not advocate 
any claim of the kind. 

Mr. POLK. Did not the rent man, during the 
last session, advocate a claim fora pension coming 
from the State of New Jersey > Tf he did, will he 
tell me whether that case came under the pension 
laws? 

Mr. SKELTON. I do notconsider tl 
tion to the purpose, and, therefore, I 
answer it. 

Mr. POLK. 
other question. 

Mr. SKELTON. No, sir, I eannot yield the 
floor to the gentleman. Why, sir, look at the 
military establishment of our country, look at the 
military academies, and the naval academies, for 
the education of our officers. Le 
made by parents to get their children 
institutions. Why do they desireit? They seek 
to get their sons into the military schools, that they 
may be educated at the expense of the } 
ment. Why? Because, after they bave been ed- 
ucated at the expense of the Governm fi 
the hard earnings ofthe laborious, industrious farm- 
ers and mechanics of the land, you place them as 
a superior class of thecommunity, receiving 
and wealth, and pay, as long as they are in 
service of the country. You first educa 
the public expense; then you give them 
than they could obtain if they 
educated at the public expense; and after they have 
been pampered, fed, and kent in idleness, and lux- 
ury, and licentiousness, when they grow old and 
die, why, wé must grant pensions to the widows 
and children of those men who have been paupers 
from their childhood up to the day of their death. 
Itis time we these 
things. It is time we should give a rebuke to this 


ro 


iat a ques- 
decline to 


Let me ask the gentleman one 


ok at the efforts 
into those 


Govern- 


ine 
te themat 
vetter pay 


had not be 


en thus 


should pause and consider 


| military spirit. 


I have heard gentlemen say upon this 
combinations have 
soldier out of his just ar 
the benefit of civilians 
truth. Our military men have cheated the civi!- 
ians out of their hard-earned laurels. Whois the 
greatest contributor to the prosperity and happi- 
ness of our country, the noisy, boasting, 
docio soldier, or the hardy pioneer who goes forth 
into the western wilderness to mighty 
forests, to cultivate the fields, and at last to lay 
himself down in that inhospitable land a martyr 
to the progress of the civil arts—a martyr to the 
cause of civil liberty? Why, sir, the true glory 
of the American nation is in | arts 
We should awake from this vain clease afier mili- 
tary glory. We should consider the brigh 
path to fame to be that which leads through the 
peaceful pursuits of life, and tl 
our country, to consist in the progress, improve 
ment, and development of American arts, and the 
f this mighty empire as a nation 





flo r, that 
been entered into to cheat the 


’ 


1 hard-earned laurels, for 


’ 
» +} ¢} 
But, sir, the reverse is the 
| 


oragga- 


Poh } 
fell the 


the T 


peace 


e highest honor o 


establishment of 
devoted to peace, to literature, to intelligence, and 
to the useful arts. 

These, sir, are the reasons why | shall vote 
against this bill. These are the reasons why 


shall vote against all similar bills, and these and 


other reasons—which I shal! take another oppor- 


tunity of presenting to the House—will prompt 
me, as long as I have the honor of a seat 
floor, to pursue the straight-forward course which 
I have marked out for myself in opposition to all 
such measures. 

Mr. DEAN obtained the floor 
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Mr. POLK. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. Sxe.tron]) a question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. POLK. The gentleman from New York 
will, [am sure, yield me the floor for the purpose 
of asking a single question. I ask the gentleman 
from New Jersey if he did not advocate and vots 
for a bill, the last session of Congress, similar t 
the « ow before the House? 

Mr. DEAN Ido not yield the floor for 
such purpose 


Mr. POLK. 


answers the 


he one r 


ny 


l ask leave to read a bill which 


whole argument of the gentleman 


from New Jersey, [Mr. Skeiron Itas the fol 


lowing: 
‘ Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa 
f ited States of America in Congress assem 
Thatt Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis here 
by, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the 
lreasury not otherwise appropriated, to John Moore White, 
son and sole heir of Major John White, a maior inthe army 
of the Revolution, and slain at the batt f Germantown, or 


his irs, the seven vears’ 


i} . 
would bave 


half pay to which Major White 


been entitled, had he not died belore a resolve 


ol Congress passed the twenty-fourth of August, one thou 
sand seven hundred and eighty 

** Approved, August 26, 1852.’" 

Now, l nderstand the gentleman from New 


York [Mr. Dean] yields me the floor to make a 
that bill 
from New Jersey advocates a great prin ‘iple here 
| now before the House He 
y toa widow, with three children clus 
¢ around her unprotected, without the 
of procuring the 


single comment upon The gentleman 


in relation to the bil 


would deny 


terin means 


ordinary necessities of ife, the 


bounty of the Gove rnment, when at the very inet 
session of Congress, he introduced and voted for 
the bill I have just read. Now where is you 
princi ye 

Mr. SKELTON. I will answer the gentleman, 


with the permission of the gentleman from New 
Ye rk. 

Mr. DEAN j innot give way for this dis 
useion ionger, 

Mr. BARRERI terposing,) frora the ¢ n 

5 Enrolled Bills ; oa 
niltee on E.nretied Bills, reported as correctly en 
rolled the following bills; which were signed by 


the Speaker, viz: 

An act making further appropriations for the 
construction of roads in the Territory of Minne 
sota; 

An act to amend an act entitled * 
Territorial 
ipproved August 14, 1848; 


An act granting the Sackett’s Harbor and E)- 


An act t es 


of Orern ’ 
’ 


tablish the Grovernment 


lisburg Railroad Company the right of way through 
the military reservation in the State ‘of New 
York: 

An act for the construction of military roads in 
Oreron: 

An act authorizing certain soidiers in the late 
war with Great Britain to surrender their bount 
lands, and to locate others leu thereof: and 

An act ior the relief of Osborn Cross, yf t} o 


United States Army. 

Mr SKELTON It t the oe 
New York will permit me to answer the rentlemar 
from ‘Tennessee, [Mr. Pos In the first place, 


has 


tleman from 


. | 
that question »reievancy 


whatever to the question under co cderation. | 


ourtesy 
right or the 
this floor to 

Iam here 
dent district in 


to evecute 


Vi $v e ¢ out of 


I deny his 
rentieman upon 


itechise me unon my past conduct. 


juestion, ne ver, 


eman, thouch 


is the renresentative of 


the State of New Jersey 
honestly my convict 


ani dene 


. fearlessly and 
ons of duty as they prese: ’ 
themselves t I did not advocate uw: 
is floor the bill he has just 
Mr. POLK. I! again ask the indulgences 
of the gentleman from New York for a moment’s 
explanation I did no \ he gentleman 
{ ! tative upon this floor of a portion of 
the freemen of the State of New Jer ey; and I do 


ymy mind. 
tl } read 


must 


t deny that 


claim any right, except the ordinary courtesy 
of the House, to catechise him; 


\ 


but when I hear 
iim assert a principle so directly the reverse of a 


e which he advocated in a previous session 


° : 
princip! i 


of Congress, I have the right to bring him t 
mark and expose him, and I will do i 

Mr. SKELTON. I hope I shall be allowed to 
say that | have not spoken on this subject before 
since the commencement of this session of Con- 
gress 


» the 





t 


y 


. 
| 





234 


Mr. DEAN. I will not yield for this discussion 
I ennessee 


longer. I trust the from : 
and New Jersey are now entirely satisfied, and | 


nzle remark upon the subject 


gentiemen 


will proce d with asi 
under consideration. 

{ did not rise, Mr. Speaker, to make a speech 
upon this question, but to state a fact which, I 
presume, is generally to this House. 
I uoderstand that the wicow of General W orth, 
with her orphan children, are left in such a desti- 
tute on that the house which was owned by 


‘ ’ | 
tne Urenera 


not KnOW?D 


situa 
it the time of his death has been sold 
under an incumbrance, and they are now turned 
out of doors, and are living upon the charity of 
their friends. 
Now, | have | objection to any legisla- 
ndency to elevate the mil- 
lItary above the civil branch of the Government 


aus mu 


\ 1 | a 
tion which will have a tl 


as any gentleman upon this floor, but while i am 
posed to that, I recognize the duty of this Gov- 
to take care of the widows and orphans 
who have fallen in the service of the coun- 
try, whether they perished in battle or in conse- 
quence of dise ise contracted while on duty prior 
And it seems 
to me the Six 
humdred d too much for the support 
of a widow and three minor children. 

As to the principle of which the ventleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. Sketron] speaks as being in- 
volved, I have only to say that there are always 


on 
ernment 


ol th se 


or subsequent to an engagement. 
um propo ed is not too great. 


lars is not 


exceptions to every rule: indeed it has come to 
We 
have a Committee on Invalid Pensions expressly 
appointed for the purpose of reporting exceptions 
to this rule. Their peculiar province is to exam- 
ine and ascertain when an officer or soldier, or 
those connected with them, are entitled to the 
bounty of the Government. We have general 
rules: but whenever there are meritorious claims 
presented to this Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
they report them, although they are exceptions; 
because, if they came within the rule, they would 
receive a pension at the Department without ap- 
plying here. 

As to the merits of General Worth, I shall say 
nothing. He needs no eulogium from me. He 


be a maxim, ** exceptions make the rule.’ 


stands before the country and the world as one of 
the first military men of the age; and the history of 


his country is his history. Having lost his life 
in our service, I regard it only as an act of simple 
justice for the House to concur in the report of the 
Committee of Conference. Butas this matter has 
been discussed until almost every one has had 
something to say upon it, 1 willsconclude by mov- 
ing the previous question. 

Mr. HALL. ill inquire of the Speaker if, 
in case this report is not adopted, it will not be 
competent for the House to appoint another Com- 
mittee of Conference? 

The SPEAKER. 
to determine. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question ordered to be put. 


That will be for the House 


The question now being upon the adoption of 


the report, 

Mr. MILLER demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. Will it be in order 
to move to lay the report upon the table? 

The SPEAKER. It 1s in order. 

Several Members. Oh, take a direct vote, 

Mr. STANTON. Very well; I will not make 
the motion. 

The question was then taken, and the result 
was—yeas 98, nays 48; as follows : 

YE AS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, John Appleton, 
William Appleton, Babcock, Bartlett, Bell, Bowne, Bragg, 
Breckinridge, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, George H. 
Brown, E. Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, Lewis D. Camp- 
bell, Thompson Campbell, Chandler, Chapman, Chastain, 
Churchwell, Clingman, Conger, Cottman, Curtis, Darby, 
George T. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Disney, Florence, Free 
man, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gaylord, Gilmore, Gorman, 
Green, Grey, Harper, Sampson YW. Harris, Hart, Haseall, 
Henn, Howard, Thos. M. Howe, Jackson, Jenkins, Daniel 


T. Jones, Landry, Litde, Marshall, Martin, McDonald, Mc- | 


Nair, Meade, Miller, Miner, Molony, Henry D. Moore, 
John Moore, Morrison, Murray, Newton, Samuel W. Par. 
ker, Penn, Polk, Porter, Preston, Price, Riddle, Robbins, 
Robie, Sabine, Sackett, Savage, Schermerhorn, Scurry, 
David L. Seymour, Smart, Smith, Stanly, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Stone, Strother, Stuart, Sweetser, Taylor, Thurston, 
Townshend, Walsh, Watkins, Addison White, Alexander 
White, Wilcox, Williams, and Yates—9s. 
NAYS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Ashe, Averett, Barrere, 


Beale, Brenton, Buell, Cartter, Clark, Clemens, Cobb, John | 


G. Davis, Duncan, Giddings, Hall, Isham G. Harris, Hen- 
dricks, Hillyer, Holladay, Horstord, Houston, John W. 
Howe, Hunter, Ingersoll, Andgew Johnson, James John- 
son, George W. Jones, Letcher, Lockhart, Mason, Meach 
Millson, Morehead, Nabers, Olds, Orr, Penniman, 
Perkins, Robinson, Koss, Origen 8. Seymour, Skelton, 
Be njamin Stanton, Stratton, Venable, Walbridge, Welch, 
and Woodward—42. 


am, 


So the report was concurred in. 


Mr. POLK. I move that the vote just taken, 
by which the House adopted the report, be recon- 
sidered, and that the motion to reconsider do lie 
upon the table. 

The question was taken, and the latter motion 
was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Reports are in order from 
the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Is it inorder to move that 





the rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order. 


Mr. } I submit that motion. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I will say that the 
gentieman from Alabama [Mr. Smiru] is entitled 


to the floor in Committee of the Whole. I donot 
know whether he desires to speak to-day or not, 
but if there is not some special reason for going 


into Committee of the Whole, 1 hope the com- 
mittees will be called for reports. 

Mr. MARSHALL. IL insist upon my motion. 

The question was put, and the motion was 
agreed to—ayes 70, noes not counted. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I desire to ask the Speaker 
one question, which can only be asked in the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no power to 
answer any question, the House having deter- 
mined to go into Committee of the Whole. 

The rules being suspended, the House according- 
ly resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Ricuarpson in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of House 
bill No. 335, making appropriations to supply the 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending the 30:h June, 1853, (Mr. Smirn, of 
Alabama, being entitled to the floor.) 

Mr. FLORENCE. I| owe it to you, Mr. Chair- 
man, and to the committee who composed the 
House a few minutes ago, to say, that when the 
House was in committee yesterday, I did not re- 
sign the floor; | merely yielded for a motion that 
the committee rise. I supposed the House was only 
competent to correct what I conceived to be the 
journal of the committee—the report in the Daily 
Globe—and hence I desired to ask the Speaker in 
relation to it, when the House was about going 
into committee. I have no desire particularly to 
occupy the floor for any length of time. I desire 
to say a few words and then the gentleman from 
Alabama may goon. I ask the courtesy of the 
gentleman to allow me to occupy a few minutes. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. By permis- 
sion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, I will 
merely state that I was sitting by him when he 
addressed the Chair, and upon my suggestion he 
yielded to a motion that the committee rise. 
did not give up the floor at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will state to 
the gentlemen from Pennsylvania and Tennessee, 
that his recollection is very distinct that the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. FLorence] took 


He | 


his seat, and the Chair recognized the gentieman | 


from Alabama, [Mr. Smiru.] 
Mr. ORR. I[ think the Chairis mistaken. The 


gentleman from Pennsylvania only yielded for ex- 
lanation. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that 


if he is mistaken, the reporters are also mistaken, | 
as well as the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. | 
Harris,] and the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. | 


SMITH. 


Mr. Orr. Some of us who were near the gen- | 


tleman from Pennsylvania know that he did not | 
resign the floor for any other purpose than for a | 


motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I do not know 
whether the gentleman from Pennsylvania yielded 
the floor or not, bui I know the gentleman from 


Alabama addressed the Chair, and was aay 


recognized by the Chair, and at my request, yielc 


ed the floor for a motion by me that the commit- | 


tee rise. 
rise. 


Upon my motion, the committee did | 
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permit me to make a single remar 
my right to the floor and allow the 
Alabama to proceed. 

Just as I was concluding my remarks, I stated 
to the committee that I did not desire to ove 
the floor any considerable time, but merel me 
sired to be informed upon a point teed 
the gentleman from Indiana, {[Mr. Gorman } ") 

Mr. SM ITH. I do not know how le coat 
the gentleman desires to occupy the flox 

Mr. FLORENCE. € 
minutes of time. 

Mr. SMITH. 
to go on now. 

Mr. FLORENCE.. I will say that there wil 
be less time consumed in making the remarks | 
desire to, than by the conversation about the ric} 
to the floor. - 

Mr. SMITH. [shall claim the full hour when 
T begin. ; 

Mr. FLORENCE. I waive all right 
any. ; 

Mr. SMITH, of Alabama, then occupied ¢) 
floor for an hour, in favor of the bill to confer the 
title of lieutenant general by brevet. [His ro. 
marks are published in the Appendix. } 

Mr. MARSHALL obtained the 

ielded to 
_Mr. McNAIR, who moved that the committee 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speak- 
er having resumed the chair, the Chairman (My. 
RicHarpson) reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had, accordins 
to order, had the state of the Union generally under 
consideration, and particularly House bill No. 335, 
‘* making appropriations to supply deficiencies jn 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending Juye 
30th, 1853,’’ and had come to no resolution there- 
on. 


Mr. McMULLIN. 


now adjourn. 
I appeal to the gentleman to with- 


k, I will Waive 
senleman from 


mg a time 
yr, 
I desire only three or four 


If I am to speak at all, | w sh 


l 


sif lh ave 


e 


floor, but 


I move that the House do 


Mr. BELL. 
draw the motion, to allow me to introduce a bl! 
merely for the purpose of reference. 

Mr. McMULLIN. There is no quorum pres- 
ent, and I think the House had better adjourn. 

Mr. BELL. But no one will take exception 
to it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. There are two or three com- 
munications upon the Speaker’s table, which | 
understand it is very necessary should be referred 
to the appropriate committees. I ask that the gen- 
tleman will withdraw the motion to adjourn, and 
allow these communications to be taken up and 
referred. 

Mr. McMULLIN. 
for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER then laid before the House a 
communication from the Treasury Department, 
transmitting an explanatory communication from 
the Auditor of the Post Office Department, in re- 
lation to the estimates submitted by his Bureau for 
the year ending the 30th June, 1854; which was 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


I will withdraw the motion 


TREASURY REPORT. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to inquire 
of the Speaker if he has yet received the annus 
communication of the Secretary of the Treasury 


to this House and to Congress. 
The SPEAKER. Thereare various commun 


; cations upon the Speaker’s table. 


Mr. JONES. Nearly half of this session 's 
already gone, and it is time the annual report from 
the Treasury Department was before Congress. 

The SPEAKER. There is one other commu: 
nication from the Treasury Department upon the 
Speaker’s table, which will be presented to the 


| House, if it is their pleasure to receive it. 


Mr. FLORENCE. Now, if the Chairman will || 


A communication from the Treasury Depart 
ment, containing a copy of a letter from the Com)- 
troller of the Treasury, recommending an appr 
priation by Congress of $1,800 for the payme! 
of Willard Richards, while acting as Secretary ® 
Utah, under the appointment of Governor Youns; 
and requesting that the necessary provisions “ 
made by law, as recommended by the Comptrover. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved that the commun! 
cation be referred to the Committee on Ways av¢ 
Means. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


[ suppose the com- 
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seation should properly go to the Committee 
a Territories, to ascertain whether Governor 
— ang did right in appointing the Secretary. | 
bd that it be referred to the Committee on the 


move 

Te pitories . a j . 
Mr RICHARDSON. I withdraw my motion. 
The communication was then referred to the 

Committee on the Territories. 
Mr. BELL. I now ask leave to introduce a bill 

end have it reférred. , 

“Mr. McMULLIN. I object, and move that 

the House do now adjourn. 


The question was put and the motion agreed to. 

And the House adjourned till to-morrow at 
twelve o'clock, m. 

PETITIONS. 

The following petitions were presented under the rule, 
»4 referred to the appropriate committees : 
~ Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi: The petition of Wil 
tam B. Jay, praying, in behalf of the citizens of Township 
ayen, range ten east, in the county of Neshoba, Missis 
sippi, the privilege ot locating a sixteenth section of land 
for school purposes in place of sixteenth section given by 
the United States to an Indian claimant. . ; 

‘By Mr. IVES: The petition of 24 citizens of Jefferson 
eouaty, for breakwaters in the harbor of Cape Vincent, 

ork. 

a YOK HOM AS M. HOWE: Memorial of the Alle 
gany Valley Railroad Company, praying that the Secretary 
of War may be authorized to grant the said company the 
right of way through the grounds of the Allegany arsenal. 


e) 


IN SENATE. 


Tuurspay, January 6, 1853. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Butter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of the Senate, 
showing the names and compensation of the per- 
sons employed in his office during the year 1852; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented the petition of 
George Felker, praying that the children of George 
Felker, his father, may be paid the amount of 
pension due him at the time of his death; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CASS presented the memorial of Anna 
McLean, widow of an officer of the Army, who 
lost his life in the last war with Great Britain, 
praying a pension or gratuity; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HUNTER presented the petition of the 
heirs of Richard B. Mason, praying compensation 
for damages to their property by the construction 
of the Long Bridge at Washixgton City; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SHLELDS presented a memorial of citizens 
of Virginia, praying the reconstruction of the Long 
Bridge over the Potomac at its present site; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. GWIN presented the memorial of James 
E. and Edwin Smith, citizens of the State of New 
York, praying that a register may be granted to 
the brig Michael, a foreign vessel now owned by 
them, and upon which they have expended in this 
country nearly four fifths of her appraised value 
for repairs; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS. I present the petition of Joseph 
Townsend, who represents himself to be a master 
mariner and commander of the barque Lamar- 
tine. While that barque was at anchor at the 
port of Leghorn, in Italy, the Austrian army took 
possession of that city; and consequently those 
who were supposed to be implicated in the late 
revolution, were obliged to flee. He received a 
large number of these persons in quite destitute 
circumstances, and entertained them on board his 
barque at his own expense, as a place of refuge 
from the fury of thatarmy. Being himself a man 
quite poor, he feels unable to sustain the loss, 
which must amount to some $700 or $800, and he 
asks Congress to remunerate him for the expense. 
ete that, without reading, the petition, with 
ie accompanying papers, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

_ Mr. DAVIS submittted additional documents 
In relation to the claim of William T. G. Morton 
to compensation, in consideration of being the dis- 
coverer of the use of ether as an anesthetic agent 
'n surgical operations; which were referred to the 


al aye . z . '* 
Select committee appointed on the subject. 
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REPORT FROM A STANDING CUMMITTEER. 


Mr. SMITH, from the Committee on Printing, 
to which was referred a motion to print the report 
of the Secretary of the Navy and the documents 
accompanying it, relative to the loss of the steamer 
Edith, and other matters connected therewith, 
communicated the 14th of May last, submitted a 
report, which states that, according to the under- 
standing of the committee, the publication of those 
documents was asked for in order to vindicate the 
professional character of Lieutenant Richard W. 
Meade, of the Navy, from imputations contained 
in a letter of Commodore Thomas Ap C. Jones, 
dated September 24th, 1850, addressed to the Sec- 
retary of the Navy. The committee are, however, 
of the opinion that the subsequent reappointment 
of Lieutenant Meade to the Navy by the Presi- 
dent, and his confirmation by the Senate, are a 
sufficient exoneration, and that the publication of 
the papers is therefore unnecessary. 

The committee were discharged from the further 
consideration of the subject, and the report was 
ordered to be printed. 


COLONIZATION IN NORTH AMERICA. 


Mr. CASS. I desire now to call up for a second 
reading the joint resolution which | submitted a 
few days ago, ‘* declaratory of the views of the 
* United States respecting colonization on the North 
‘American Continent by European Powers, and 
‘respecting the Island of Cuba.’’ My object is 
to have it set apart for some future day. 

‘he motion was agreed to, and the joint resolu- 
tion was read a second time. 

Mr. CASS. I give notice that I shall ask the 
Senate to take it up for consideration at the time 
when discussion will take place upon analogous 
subjects. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Next Wednesday? 

Mr. CASS. If the discussion upon the subject 
is to come up on Wednesday, I move to postpone 
the further consideration of this resolution until 
that day. 

The motion was agreed to. 

TRIPARTITE CUBAN TREATY. 

Mr. MASON. I ask the indulgence of the 
Senate to give a notice atthistime. I see thatthe 
message of the President, and the report of the 
Secretary of State, communicating the information 
called for by a resolution of the Senate, in refer- 
ence to the correspondence between this Govern- 
ment and the Ministers of France and Great 
Britain upon the subject of a tripartite convention 
in relation to the Island of Cuba, have been printed 
and laid upon the tables of Senators. I now give 
notice, after consultation with gentlemen who have 
an interest in the subject, that [ shall, on Wednes- 
day of next week, move that the papers be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
when any gentleman who chooses to’ enter into 
the debate, can have an opportunity of doing so. 


DEBASEMENT OF COIN. 


Mr.GWIN. Insomeremarks which I submitted 
to the Senate the other day, I alluded to the de- 
basement of the coin of the United States. As I 
intend to have that subject investigated before the 
Committee on Finance, when the appropriations 
for the United States Mint come before them, I 
have a resolution in my hand which I wish to offer, 
in order to get some information from the Treas- 
ury Department, for the purpose of referring it to 
that Committee. I offer the following resolution, 
and ask for its consideration at this time: 


Resolved. Thatthe Secretary ofthe Treasury be re que sted 
to inform the Senate what was the nominal, and what ts the 
actual fineness of the gold coins struck at the Mint prior to 
the year 1834, and at which they are now 
Mint for recoinage ; also, to furnish « pies of the reports, for 
the last ten years, of the commissioners who have met an 
nually in conformity with law, to examine the weight and 
fineness of the coins of the United States, and of all com 
munications to and from the Executive Department of the 
Government in relation to any debasement of the coins 
struck in the Mint, or either of its branches, which may 
have been detected by said commissioners, or otherwise. 

Also, by what authority of law neither gold nor silver is 
separated for the benefit of the depositor in the Mint, when 
the net product of the operation estimated upon the charges 
by the Mint is less than five dollars; whether said gold and 
silver is separated for the benefit of the Mint, and used for 
its contingent expenses. to the loss of the depositor; and if 
so, by what authority oflaw, and what has been the amount, 
if any. both of the gold and of the silver, respectively, so 
taken from depositors by the Mint at Philadelphia, during 
each of the last four fiscal years. 

Also, what is the amount of silver now left unextracted 
in the gold coins of the United States by the Mint at Phila 


received by the 
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deiphia, and to furnish a statement of the aggregate sam 


both of the gold and silver deposited, and of the deductions 
made theretrom respectively, a rd for each quarter, as Ww 
as the rates charged for silver alloy, as exempted tn the 
abstracts of accounts of the Mint, accompanyiag the reports 
ot the First Auditor numbered 105,120, 105.600, Li 0, 
106.094. and 1u7,165; and whether the depositors mixed 
gold buion, from the l4th November, [450, to Ist Ay 
ISS1, were charged by the Mint full price for separati th 
silver trom their gold, te wit: five cents per ounce, atid thet 


deprived ot nearly the halt ot said silver, ©! wit: five per 


cent. by weight left in the gold coins by the meélter and re 
huer, and charged to said d positors as lov, and if so, ther 
for What reasons, and by what authority of hiw; alse, what 
was the aggregate amount, if any, of said five per « t. of 
silver 30 taken from said depositors; and to furnish pues 
ot all communications to and from the Department nm any 
mnaunner relating to this su t. 

Also, what deductions, if any, are made by the assayer 
of the Mintin the reported finene sof wold blond 


from the actual assay results thereof, and if any, 
disposal is made of the profits thence accruing, and by what 


authority ot law 


Also, by what act of appropriation, or authority of law 
the profits of the coinage of silver three ¢« i a used 
by the Mint ofthe United States to defray its contingent ex 
penses 


Mr. GWIN. I 


acted upon now. 


will be 
Il want the information as soon 


hope the resolution 
as possible, in order that it may go before the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PEARCE 
to discuss the resolution, | will make no opposi 
tion to it. 

Mr. GWIN. Ido not want to discuss it. 

The resolution was agreed to 

ARKANSAS BONDS. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 1 


If the Senator does not intend 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be 


instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of providing by law for the 
sale of certain bonds of the State of Arkansas now held in 
trust by the United States, and report by bill or otherw 


REPUBLIC OF NICARAGUA. 


Mr. BROOK Ek submitted the following resolu- 


tion: 
Resolved, That the President he requested, if in his opin 
1On not inconsistent with the public interest, to communi 
ite to the Senate the reasons which have induced the 
Department of State to refuse to bold further official inter 
course with Sefior Don Jose de Marcoleta, Kavov Etta 
dinary and Minister Plenipotentiary of the Republic of 


Nicaragua, near this Government 
Mr. WELLER. 
shall lie over. 
The PRESIDENT. It cannot 
now, if there be any objection, 
Mr. WELLER. It will probably rive rise lo 
discussion. 
The PRESIDENT. 


over. 


I prefe r that that resolution 


be considered 


The resol tion must lie 


FRAUDULENT CLAIMS. 
Mr. HOUSTON submitted the followi 
lution; which was considered by unanimous cor 
sent, and agreed to: 


7 reso- 


Resolved, That the Select Committee appointed on 1 
6th of August, 1852, to inguire into abuses, bribery d 
fraud in prosecuting claims, &c., be revived; Uiat a mem 
ber be appointed by the Preside it of the Nenate to fill 1 


} 


vacaney on the committee; aud that the committee be au 


thorized to employ a clerk. 
The PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 


fill the vacancy. 


FRENCH REVOL' 
Mr. MASON submitted the 
tion for consideration: 
Resolwed, That the President of the United States be re 
quested (if, in his opinion, pot incompabbie witht 
lic interest 
further corre sponde nee that may have 


W ALKER to 


TION. 


vt 
following resolu- 


to communicate to the Senate copies of a 


taken place between 


the Minister of the United States at Paris and the Dy 
partment of State, concerning the revolubon Pr 
December, 1851, since the correspondence of li i 

ter communicated by the President to both Houses of Con 
gress with his meseage of January 20, Ler 


COMMODORE MORGAN. 


CONDUCT OF 
resolution some days since submntte I by 


The ) 
Mr. Hate, in relation to the conduct of Commo- 


dore Morgan, in command of the United States 
razee Independence, the flag ship of the Medite 
ranean squadron, came up In its order for consid 
eration. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I move that that resolution be 


laid on the table. 
Mr. MASON. 


resolution is not 


The Senator who offered that 
now in his seat; |} desire, ther 
fore, that it may remain on the caiendar, hat we 
may see what disposition that Senator is disposed 
to make of it. 

The resolution was passed over informally 








WORKMEN ON THE CAPITOL EX TENSION. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill “* for the relief of the working men on the ad- 
y ‘* Shall 


dition to the Capitol;’’ the question being, 
it be engrossed for a third reading ? : 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 17, nays 21; as follows: 
Y EAS— Messrs 
Dodge of Wi 


Borland, Brodhead, Cass, Cathcart, 
Dodge of I Gwin, Houston, 
Janes of Tenuessee, Mangum, Rusk, Seward, Shields, 
Smith, Soulé, Wade, and Walker—17 

NAYS—Me Adams, Atchison, 
Bright, Brooke, Chariton, Davis, De Saussure, Dowr 
Fish, Geyer, Hunter, Mallory, Mason, Norris, Pearce, Se 
bastian, Spruance, Stockton, and ‘Toucey—2l. 


So the bill 


cousin, wa, 


sayard, Bradbury, 


was rejected. 


WILLIAM AND MATTHEW MOSS. 

On motion by Mr. RUSK, the Senate proceeded 
Commutee of the Whole, the 
ief of Witham Moss and Matthew 
It proposes to authorize the Postmaster 
General to cause to be pat 1 to William and Mat- 
thew Moss, cf Arkansas, Jate contractors f 
rying the United States mail on route 5991, 
State, such sum as may 
of $1,500 a year, after 
amount paid at the rate of $700 a year. 

Mr. ADA MS. | like to 
thing about thot case. | see that it has been re- 


ported from the Committee on the Post Office and 
D> 


to cons dei , a8 1 
bill © for the re 
Loss.’’ 


r car- 
n that 
be due to them at the rate 
deducting therefrom the 
know some- 


W 


sh yuld 


their report 

‘The re port was accordingly read; from which 
it appeared that William and Matthew Moss were 
joint contractors to carry the United States mail 
upon route 599], in the State of Arkansas; that 
they proposed to perform the service for the com- 
pensation of $1,500 per annum, but inserted by 
some mistake in their proposals $700 a year in- 
stead of $1,500, as intended; and on being in- 
formed of their mistake through the Jetter af ac- 
ceptance sent to them from the Department, 
immediately wrote to the Postmaster General, 
gtating the error into which they had fallen in the 
hurry of business. They subsequently proceeded 
to perform the service, believing that the Depart- 
ment would correct the error; but in that they 
were disappointed. The committee refer to the 
testimony in the case, showing that the previous 
contractor had received a larger amount than 
$1,500 for the same service, when the mails were 
emaller in quantity; and believing that the peti- 
tioners acted in good faith, they recommend the 
passage of a bill for their relief. 

Mr. ADAMS. I do not understand exactly 
the principle upon which this bill is founded. I 
should like to ask the chairman of the Coramiitee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads what is the tes- 
timony in regard to the mistake made as to the 
amount? 

Mr. RUSK. The testimony as to the amount 
is this: These men bid on several routes, but this 
was the only one assigned to them. ‘The testi- 
mony, as the report states, shows that a larger 
amount than $1,500 had been paid for carrying the 
mail on the same route previously, and that a 
larger amount was subsequently paid. ‘The 
parties have produced the affidavit of a man whom 
they had as an agent “to make out the bids in 
form, and send them to the Post Office Depart- 
ment. He swears that they intended to bid for this 
route $1,500, and that the §700 bid was for another 
route, which was not awarded to them, because 
there was a Jower bid for that than the $1,500 one, 
which was sent on by mistake. This route was 
awarded to them, and, as well as | remember the 
papers, theirs was the lowest bid for that route. 
Under these circumstances, I think the case is one 
in which the parties are clearly entitled to relief. 

Mr. BAYARD. I would like to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, whether there were any other bids for 
this route lower than $1,500? 

Mr. RUSK. There was no other bid 
than that amount. 

Mr. BAYARD. { would like to know 
what the of the Postmaster General was 
to the application to correct the mistake, because 
the report says they made anplication; and they 
ceriainly must have entered into bonds to perform 
the service for the amount specified. 

Mr. RUSK. The answer of the Postmaster 
General was, that the bid having been accepted, 
and being on file, he had no legal authofity to 


lower 


also 


answer 
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ost Roads, and therefore I ask for the reading of 


The rece 


ters upon the route is 


change it. mmendation of the postmas- 
also on file, and their state- 
ment sustains the averments of the petitioners. 
The bill was re to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
me, and passed. 


EFFICIENCY OF THE ARMY AND NAVY. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
ill ** to increase the efficiency of the Army by a 


« rted 


1 


reading, read a third t 


retired list for disable | officers,’’ the pending ques- 
lion being on « * in the amendment made 
3in Committee of the W hole. 

Mr. SHIELDS After consultation with some 
of the members of the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, I have deemed it advisable to strike out all 

! voruon of the bill pertaining to the Navy and 
Marine Corps, in order to relieve it from any em- 

ari ment, and believing that it is, after all, the 
ippropriate duty of that committee to arrange the 
m f ! 1a Wavy as to conform to the regula- 
tions of the Navy. We have come to an under- 


standing that the bill to be reported from the Navy 
ject shall conform, in its 
to this, so that 

fect conformity between the 
services. That being so, I pre- 
further opposition to this 
exceedingly that it should 
send it to the other House 
there during this session. In 
inderstanding to which I 
uded, | move to amend the amendment 


} 
} 


nad principles, 
there will be a I 
provision for bot} 
sume there will be ne 


bill J am 


: , a | . 
pass now, in orael to 


anxious 
in time to be passed 
uccordance with the 
have 
' 
by strikin 


and Marine C so as to make it read as fol- 


LOWS: 

That ifany commissioned officer of the Army shall have | 
become incapable of performing the duties of his office, by 
reason of age, wounds, or disease incurred in the service 
ofthe United States, he shall be placed upon a retired list, 
ane tire from the service, with the pay proper of his rank 


i 
lt 
ind with the serviee ration to which heis entitled at the 


time, but without any other allowances to which be might | 
he entitled if he eo ued in the service either in the line 
westafl; and the rnext in Jine of promotion, who is 
physically efficient, shall be | noted to the place of the re- 
tired officer, with the rations and emoluments appertaining 
t eto, but shall continue to receive the pay proper of the 


grade from which he was promoted until an actual vacancy 

lich | nay succeed according to the 
d laws of the service. And the same 
pay, and allowances shall he applied suc- 
sand promotions con:equent upon 
the retirement of an officer as herein provided. 

Sec. 2. And beit ju vy enacted, ‘That, to carry out the 
provisions of this act, any officer of the Army, who may be 
incapacitated as heretofore recited, and who shall volun 
tarily apply to be retired from active s 
ordered to perform the duties appropriate to his commis 
sion, shall report himself unable to comply with such order, 
or any Officer who, inthe judgment of the President, shall 
have becomein any way incapacitated from performing the 
esident, athis discretion, shall di- 
y of War to refer the case of such officer 


shall happen, to wit 
heretotore establi 
rule of promotion, 


cessively to the vacanel 


his office, the t 


rect the Secretar 


duties ot 


to an Army Board, to be composed of not more than seven 
nor less than three commissioned officers, to be detailed 
from those of superior rank to him whose case is under con- | 
sideration, as far as his grade and the interest of the service 
will permit. And the said board shall determine upon the 
cas ferred to them, and their opinion thereon, with a 
record ofthe proceedings, shall be transmitted to the Secre- 


tary of War, to b 
or disapproval 


cer be 


laid before the President for his approval 
; andif,in the judgment of the board, the effi- 
considered incapacitated for active service, and the 
President approve such judgment, the said officer shall 
thereupon be placed upon the list of Yetired officers accord- 
ing to the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 3. And beit further enacted, Thatthe President, in 
his discretion, may direct any officer who shall have served 
forty yearsin the military service of the United States to be 
placed on the list of retired officers as aforesaid. 


The amendments were agreed to, and the amend- 
ment as thus amended was concurred in. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I move further to amend 
the bill by adding the following additional sec- 


Sec. 4. 4nd be it further enacted, That no vacancy cre- 
ated by the name of any officer being placed on the retired 
list, shall be filled until it shali be first determined by the 
President that the wants of the public service require it 


Mr. SHIELDS. The bill itself provides for 
that. These officers are all subject to the-com- 


rout all of it that relates to the Navy | 


srvice, or, on be ing | 


GLOBE. | 





mands of the President at any time, and therefere | 
I do not exactly understand what the Senator | 


means by the amendment. 


I will explain the amend- | 


Mr. BRADBURY. 
ment. I have net had an opportunity to read the 
bill, to see whether or not it is suitably guarded 
in this respect. } 
that when officers who have been disabled shall 
be withdrawn from the service, the vacancies 
thereby created shall not be filled more rapidly 
than the public service requires. 


The object of the amendment is, | 


j 


- - dan. 6, 





ose eee 
that a large number of officers are annual] 
uated at West Point. Now it may be 
larger number than the public service 
there graduated. I do not wish 
number of officers any more rapidly than th 
public interests require. I suppose, therefore, 
there can be no manner of objection to the amend: 
ment. 

A Senator. 
bill. 

Mr. BRADBURY. 


that a 
Fequires are 
to Increase the 


That restriction is already in the 


If the restriction 


: : is al- 
ready contained in the bill, the amendment can 
do no harm, but it will at least have this effect 


it will relieve the matter from any misapprehen- 
sion on the part of the officers. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I would say to the honorable 
Senator that this bill does not create any vacancy 
nor does it create any additional officers in the 
Army, or any additional expense; and that jg 
one of the best arguments in its favor. What the 
honorable Senator wishes to accomplish by hig 
amendment, can be accomplished by the President 
under the general law, and under this bill, 

Mr. BRADBURY. Then that fact only shows 
the necessity of our having an opportynity to read 
a bill before we act upon it. This bill was actually 
taken up for consideration this marning, before q 
printed copy of it was placed upon our tables, and 
having had no opportunity to read it,| felt that some 
restriction of this kind might possibly be necessary 
and | therefore proposed the amendment. If the 
bill effects the same object, | am surely not dis. 
posed to press the amendment, and | therefore 
withdraw it. | offered it as a matter almost of ne 
cessity, having had no opportunity to read the bill 
before its consideration. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


TEXAS DEBT. 

Mr. PEARCE. This, I believe, is the day 
which was assigned, by special order of the Sen 
ate, for the consideration of the bill * to provide 
for the payment of such creditors of the late re- 
public of Texas, as are comprehended in the act 
of Congress of September 9, 1850.’’ I have had 
some conversation with gentlemen interested jn 
that bill, and it is their desire, as well as my own, 
that the Senate should consent to postpone ils fur- 
ther consideration, and make it the order of the 
day for Monday next. [ am free to say, that there 
are some facts connecied with it, in relation to 
which | wish to make a statement to the Senate, 
and | am not now prepared with all the informa- 
tion necessary to enable me to do so. 

Mr. GWIN. I do not object to this bill being 
made the special order for Monday, with the un- 
derstanding that the Pacific railroad bill shall be 
the special order for next Wednesday. I wish it 
to be understood that on that day that bill shall 
have preference over any other. I agree with the 
Senator from Maryland, that inasmuch as he is 
not prepared to go on to-day with his own bill, it 
may be postponed till Monday, provided the un- 
derstanding be that my bill shall come up on 
Wednesday. 

Mr. PEARCE. I am satisfied with the propo- 
sition of the Senator from California, and J there: 
fore move to take up the bill in relation to the 
Texas debt, for the purpose of postponing it tl 
Monday. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate ac- 
cordingly proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. PEARCE. I now move that it be post: 
poned, and be made the special order of the day 
for Monday next, at one o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RAILROAD TO THE PACIFIC. 

Mr. GWIN. I now move that the bill “ for 
the protection of the emigrant route and a t le 
graphic line, and for an overland mail between 
the Missouri river and the settlements in Oregon 
and California, which was made the special order 
for next Monday, be taken up for the purpose of 
being postponed until Wednesday next. 

Mr. RUSK. I would suggest to the honorable 
Senator from California that ther@is no use iD 
that motion, for his bill is now the special order 
for Monday and will have the preference on that 
day; and he can then move to postpone it unl 
Wednesday. _ By leaving it in its present post 
tion he may take it up on Monday if the Senator 
from Maryland should not then be ready to pro 
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————— ; ; 
7 Mr. GWIN. I withdraw the motion. 
RECESS. 

Mr. BADGER. I wish to submit a motion 
h | cannot say is exactly appropriate 
on, but which becomes incidentally ap- 
ropriate, | think, as aoe were within or before 
the holiday season. hat motion is, that when 
the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next. I make the motion with great 
reluctance, Mr. President, and at the suggestion 
of some friends who pointed out to me a special 
reason why this week should be considered as 
still within the holidays. We all know, that on 
the day after to-morrow, Is to take place a very 
solemn and interesting ceremony in this city— 
the inauguration of the equestrian statue of An- 
drew Jackson. Persons connected with the Sen- 
ate in various official capacities, like the rest of us, 
desire to attend that celebration. If weshould sit 
o-morrow we shal! give them business to occupy 
hem during the next day, and they will not be 
gble to avail themselves of the privilege, of which 
every American citizen here desires to avail him- 
self, to witness that ceremony. 

In addition to that, | would mention, in regard 
to the speedy passage of bills that are before us, 
that if any gentleman will examine the actual con- 
dition of business between the two Houses he will 
see that very little is to be gained by passing pri- 
vate bills until the other House shall agree to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bills on the Speak- 
er’s table. 

1 had occasion to state here the other day asa 
reason why I was opposed to making any amend- 
ment to private bills sent from the House, unless 
it was absolutely indispensable, that, according to 
a statement | had prepared, there were more than 
two hundred and seventy bills passed by the Sen- 
ate during this Congress still lying upon the 
Speaker’s table of the House undisposed of, and, 
so far as 1 understand, untouched. I hope, there- 
fore, that under these circumstances this Friday 
will be considered as an appendix to the holidays, 
and that we shall give it the same favorable con- 
sideration, and afford the same relief for ourselves 
and others as heretofore. 

Mr. CASS. I shall vote for the motion of the 
honorable Senator from North Carolina with the 
hope that the invitation given to both Houses of 
Congress to attend the ceremonies of the 8th of 
January will be accepted and acted on by every 
member. I think that muchis due to the name, 
and fame, and character, and services of the de- 
parted patriot, and J am sure it will meetthe warm 
approbation of the American people. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. President, I can see none- 
cessity for adjourning over to-morrow in order to 
attend the celebration of Saturday. I presume that 
without an agjournment there is no Senator who 
will not be willing and ready early on Saturday 
morning to attend it. 

As to the state of business referred to by the 
honorable Senator from North Carolina, it is well 
known that we have upon our calendar, bills which 
have passed the House, which will occupy more 
time than we have to spare, so that we have plenty 
todo. There is plenty of business in a state of 
readiness for our action, which requires no action 
on the part of the House. 
things I ask for the yeas and nays upon the mo- 
tion. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question being taken upon the motion, it 
was agreed to. 


BRITISH COLONY IN CENTRAL AMERICA. 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, I ask the indul- 
gence of the Senate, at this time, to make what 
may be considered a personal explanation. The 
Senate will recollect that [ some time since intro- 
duced a resolution, which was adopted, calling 
‘or some information from the proper Department 
respecting the establishment of a new colony in 
the Bay of Honduras, called ** the Colony of the 
Bay of Islands,’’ which was established in July 
last. We have received the answer of the Presi- 
dentand Department of State; and they state, what 
is altogether correct, that they know nothing about 
it. This Administration knows nothing upon the 
subject. But in the correspondence which has 
been transmitted to us, there is a very extraordi- 
nary fact disclosed; and I, for one, as one of the 
€nators who voted for the ratification of the treaty 
of 1850, desire, at the same time that this corre- 
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Under this state of 
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the treaty stood upon its own provisions. Color 
King further said he had some general idea of : 
claim of England to cut log-weod in Honduras, 
ut he never thought of iis being set up é 


spondence goes out to the world, to let it be dis 
tunctly understood that I am not 
who at that time entertained the const which 


seems to have been put upon thattreaty. If | had 


nest 


those 


as i 


been of opinion that any such construction would | foundation of a pretension to establish a colony 

have been put upon it, i should never have voted there, 

for ils ratification. It will be observed that the very terms of the 
Mr. Everett transmits with his own report, let- | treaty seem framed to exclude such an effort; { 

ters to and from Mr. Clayton and Sir Henry not only does it provide that neither party sha 

Bulwer, who were the joint negotiators of the tify or cdlonize, but that they shall not occupy : 


treaty; and to them is appended 


quasi, and part of the country: and now we have the authe 

conditional, 1f you please so to call it. ratification ‘laim to establish colonies in Centrel America, 

> sl] (9 ae > . ‘ . 
ot the treaty yy the Bri 1 Government It wi to wl extent we re not vet toid Now, ! nN 
be recollected that the treaty provided that thers free to say, that t s course on our part, furnishes 
should be no settlement, occupation, colonization, a far better excuse for the conduct of FE if 
or dominion exercised by either party over C: han | { the least idea she possessed. Our 
tral America. The ratification transmitted by the yotiator and the Executive Department have com 
, i ‘ a e + ‘ : 5 
British Government 1s 1 e word n ed re ror, unprecedented, | do be ve, 

“In proceeding to the ex¢ nge of the ratific ns of the in the history of diplomacy; and regardiess of 
convention, signed t Wasi ington, on the 19th of April, ‘onstituth ( | fthe Ne nate hav e pl claime 
id5”, between her Britannic Majesty and the United States the : ¢ e ' ! . 
of America, relative tot establishment ae mica . Su ss , 
tion by ship canal between the Atlantic and Paci t ‘, ms crane we struction ang vital | 
the undersigned, her B nic Maijesty’s | pot ia Wi Ol the nowledce of tl it boc Y, M \ . 
has received her Majesty’s instiuct to d ur iat hes les ed, was to veep Ce | Amer ea 
Majesty aoes not under ind tl el igen al : ; 

= of ‘ n influence, v } bw i 

Vention to apply to her Vlajesty ‘ el il : * . . 
or to its dependencies Her Majesty’s ution of the ul ; ted peace ’ iF it cid t ' nat 
said convention is exchanged underthe Xplicit deciaration ’ ere ct d not have been the least mot 


above-mentioned. on the nart of the United States to enter 


** Done at Washington, the 29th day of June, 559, joint arranvement lf we did t ete ha 
‘H.L. BULWER.’ . . ; - Pome 
* ' ; , : effected nothing 
Now, itis obvious that the word ‘ dependen Mr. SEWARD. What is the date of 
cles” gives a8 ampie sphere of operations to any fication of the treaty 
diplomatic ambide Xterity as can possi iy be re Mr. CASS. he ratifications were mutua 
quired. In answer that, Mr. Clayton says, | exchanged on the 4th of July, 1850, and 
that the negotiators on the part of the Gover of Mr. Bulwer is dated on the 29th of June 8 
ments understood the matter alike; that is, tl edinge. Between the 29th of Junea he 4+ 
neither of them understood Centrai America tobe || July, Mr. Clayton had this interview with M: 
Central America at all, but that both of them un- | King, in which Mr. King told him if the 
derstood that upon the face of the treaty, thoug! treaty came back to the Senate wi auast 
Central America was included, yet t British | feati t would ret ay ere a we 
claims thereon were excluded. Instead of putting | know it would not, and hi 1 it had 
that fact in the treaty itseil, as eh ud have been iband ! He had no id vhate ttl 
done, or even s8enaillg that understan sing to Une wa x lition a . ed to it 
Senate at the ume of the ratification of the treaty, Mi DOWNS, at a su ‘ neriod of the 
nothing of the sort was done. ‘The treaty ew lay, rose and i: Mr. President, 0 . cS, 
braced Central America; and it w voted uy tor from Michie made exn! . 
by the Senate under that impression. But now i mor rin refer toy a . he vi 
seems that both negotiators said the y did not mean been d o7 » deaks enit he ts ate 
Central America, but only a portion of it. Mi Great Briy ' ubie if tent Ln 
Clayton says—and the reason | mtroduce the sub- || jeg, | was not in myseat. | had be fy 
ject now is, because | desire to disavow for myself the € mber but moment before, ite é 
the fact here stated: could then make the explanation w] Mi 
‘The chairman of the Committee on Foreign Reia ended to make on that ect [ e | toe 
of the Senate, Hon. Wm. R. King, informs me that ‘tl 1 : 
Senate pertecily undefatood that the treaty did not 1 ude pre tne very aaa om! eres ¥ 7 
gritich Honduras.’ It was understood to applyt nd dee whe ‘ n the Union of t ! ‘ 
include all the Central American Stat Gaut 1, Ho docu t irom the S¢ f y ol { 
duras, San Salvador, Nicaragua, and Costa Rica, with their [ w ! ed to se he cons tio! \ 
just limits and proper dependencies Clayton, the late Secretary of State, places 
The treaty does not make any mentionof Hon that t \ I, sir, vell the Se r 
duras at all, either of British or American Hon Mie] : ’ ever und ood e ft 
duras; but no man denies—t Bri Governme é t for ii th k I mav verture 
concedes, indeed—that it is part of Cent: Ame e} d sa it no mem of t : 
ica. Mr. President, for myself, when | voted fo: de } 
the ratification of that treaty, | had not the rhitest It will recollected by vo elf, Mr. Pr 
doubt that it prevented the Bri rov nent ind others*w!l A e her t ti t ag 
from establishing any colonial dependency in treaty us entered into wv eat ¢ 
part of the country. My friend from India ind ' Vat ' ’ 
(Mr. Barent,] and I think my friend trom Ohio, veen members of the Ser d the etnr 
{[Mr. Cuase,} and I know my colleague [Mr. f State in referenceto it. There w 7 
Fetcn] will recollect that I distinctly stated that ect to be obtained, and I recollect, for ae 
my object In voting for that treaty was to sweep f that rreat point WIth me was to £ 
away all British claim to Central America I mfust | out Central America Il thought that he 
confess that my honorable friend from India whole ect of t treaty I shot never h 
warned me against voting for the treaty. Whether: red in itif I had not ( that ef 
that warning was the effect of instu ; juds fected that object The o | wr 
ment I know not; but he certa nly int ted no whethér the « x pres on, ** Central Ameriea,’’ w 
rood from the treaty, and voted ag t it. ufficient to embr Hlondur | } 
In reference to the statement m ad in thie by tk Secretary of State that it w well e} 
naragraph which I last read, I have it st ! by both parties that th ‘ 
morning to see our late respected Pre rl) er, of the term ** Central America d w ‘ 
whose absence we all so much lament, 1 on thata rance thet I, as we my « 
hope will soon be restored is, for I } i Vy 4 » were cor lted, voted for the ratificatior ; 
to inform the Senate that I found him bett i . the treaty Why, sir, if the construction of M 
versed with Colonel King met Clayt d Sir Henry Bulwer wereto bea 
say that there is an entire mist eupon t ; t t would, 1n my op ‘ exhibit thia Governr 
He told me that after this quast raul ’ me In tne st we enectacie of making a treaty 
from England on the 29th of June, he! pintesr particular ject—to get clear of the title and cla 
view with Mr. Clayton, who desire of Great Britain in a particular section—and 
the treaty should be sent back to the Senate for by an explanation, rendering null and void the 
its action upon this conditional ratification. He ject which was in view. 
told Mr. Clayton, that if it came there for that Mr. President, it seems to me that t!} oa 
purpose, it would not get a vote in the Senate. And | tion explains a mystery which has bit! 
that till this day he supposed the project of accept- | ered mea good deal. It explains why it is that 
ing this declaration had been abandoned, and that | notwithstanding this treaty was made for the ex 
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ress purpose of getting clear of the title of Great 
Britain to any part of Central America, she has 
been setting up that tithe and acting upon It ever 
since. That | have never heretofore been able to 
understand, but I understand it now; because we 
have the authority of a former Secretary of State, 
(Mr. Clayton,) which does not seem to have been 
controverted by subsequent Secretaries of State, 
justifying the construction of the British Minister, 
‘that British Honduras, with its dependencies, was 
not included within the operation of the treaty. 
By this construction the whole question is opened, 
and the whole of Central America is left a prey to 
the operations of Great Britain; for ** dependen- 
cies’’ is so vague a term that it may be extended 
so as to include not only all the islands in the 
neighborhood of Honduras, but the whole of 
Central America. 

1 do not intend to discuss the subject now, 
though I may do so hereafter; but, sir, fortunate- 
ly fpr the country, I suppose that it will be taken 
for granted by this body, that a treaty solemnly 
agreed to, solemnly ratified, and the ratifications 
of it exchanged, is the law of the land which binds 
the nation, and that the construction given to it 
by aSecretary of State in an unauthorized manner, 
when the ratifications were about to be exchanged, 
will not be binding law. And what a wide door 
shall we open for tuture controversies, if we admit 
the principle that a paper of such a character as 
the note of the Secretary of State is to bind the 
Government. 

| would ask Senators to look at the date of the 
letter appended to this document, written by Mr. 
Clayton, and addressed to Sir Henry Bulwer. 
By examining it they will see that there is a very 
great probability that Mr, Clayton acted.in this 
matter on his own authority, without consulting 
even the President orthe Cabinet. You will recol- 
lect, Mr. President, that on the 4th of July, the 
day of the exchange of the ratifieations of the 
treaty, the then President of the United States 
was taken sick, and died a few days afterwards. 
Ile was certainly confined to his bed on the fifth of 
that month, and I infer from this circumstance, 
that Mr. Clayton exchanged the ratifications of 
the treaty without the authority of the Cabinet or 
the President; and without consulting the Senate, 
although they had been consulted in every prior 
stage of the proceeding. 

Why did he not consult with the President, or 
the Cabinet, or the Senate, before adopting a con- 
struction which he ought to have known would 
not be approved of? Asa proof of this, 1 would 
ask any impartial man, on every side of the Cham- 
ber, whether he would have voted for the confirm- 
ation of the treaty if such a construction had been 
given to it at the time? There are many Senators 
here now who were then members of the body. 
Is there any one of them who would have voted 
for the treaty with thatconstruction? I think not; 
I take it for granted that no one would have as- 
sented to such a construction; I certainly would 
not have voted for the treaty if [ thought there 
would be any attempt So to construe it. 

I did not rise to discuss the subject; I merely 
wished to make this explanation, and to express 
my utter astonishment at this portion of our diplo- 
matic correspondence; and I think that when the 
country see it, it will strike them with as much as- 
tonishment as it struck me this morning, when I 
saw it for the first time. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I have not read 
the letter which has been referred to, but I have 
some impressions in regard to this treaty, and | 
am not prepared, at this time, to go into the dis- 
cussion, because it is necessary to understand cer- 
tai» historical facts before doing so. Before the 
right of Great Britain, to what is called the ‘* Ba- 
lize,’’ can be discussed understandingly, it is neces- 
sary to have a knowledge of many facts. But, 
sir, [ wish to say in this premature stage of this 
business, that it is known to such Senators as 
have investigated the history of this subject, that 
Great Britain, a long period ago—l cannot speak 
with accuracy as to the date, but [ think as far 
back as 1780—madea treaty with Spain by which 
she acquired the perpetual right to cut logwood, 
and other privileges connected with it, in the Ter- 
ritory of Honduras; and she has, for a very long 
time, exercised jurisdiction over certain portions 
of that territory, although, according to my recol- 
lection, that would not be strictly authorized by 
the treaty, for the right was limited to the privilege 
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of cutting logw@od and other woods of that de- 
scription. This subject was under consideration, 
and somewhat discussed, when a question was 
raised upon an application made here to give aid 
and assistance to Yucatan, in a revolution which™ 
the people of that State were carrying on. 

I throw out these suggestions to the considera- 
tion of gentlemen more for the purpose of get- 
ting them to reflect upon them than of indicating 
any opinion which I entertain; but I will say that 
the question upon my own mind was, whether the 
treaty with Spain, to which I referred, could be 
considered, in the absence of all reference to it in 
our treaty with Great Britain, to be abrogated. 
That was one of the difficulties about the treaty of 
1850 which operated upon my mind, because 1 
knew these historical facts, and | suppose many 
other gentlemen knew themtoo. I supposed, then, 
that the question would arise whether or not the 
terms of this new treaty abrogated the treaty made 
between Spain and England. But, sir, I will not 
enter upon that question. I have thought that so 
much as I have said ought to go out with the sug- 
gestions made by the gentlemen who have brought 
this topic before the Senate. I leave it for the 
present; but I shall be quite willing, so far as I 
am concerned, to have it discussed, for I freely 
admit that I have not been without some anxiety 
In regard to it. 


|| relief of the widow of William Reil 
| a captain in the 4th Maryland regiment of the 
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= 
| Mr. CASS. The honorable Ser ns a “3 
me to say one word with respect to myself, ey 
is this, (and it is confirmatory of the beni ne 
, made by the honorable Senator from Lou 
| theSenate are aware, perhaps, that a great ae 
| of both parties were consulted in the premian 
| the treaty. So faras my understanding gouk tan 
| Clayton spoke to me on the subject. I do. : 
| know but that I saw the rough draft of it ; - 
| understanding certainly was, that the treat ay 
| an end to all questions of jurisdiction on the ” 
| of Great Britain to Central America. I agree in 
with the Senator as to that. We were cons it 7 
and that was our view. =, 


{Here the conversation dropped.} 
HEIRS OF WILLIAM REILY, 
On motion by Mr. WALKER, the bill « for the 


y; deceased, late 


| revolutionary Army,’’ was read a second ti 
| the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pp, 
| ceeded to its consideration. It proposes to Ho s 
| the widow of William Reily, deceased, late a cay, 
| tain in the 4th Maryland regiment of the reyo, 
lutionary Army, the sum of $2,100, together with 
interest at the rate of six per centum, from the ]y 
| day of November, 1784, to the Ist day of March, 
1852, the principal sum being the amount of the 


me, and 


Mr. CHASE. Mr. President, I remember very j| undervalue of the certificate in which William 


well the great embarrassment which was felt by 
many Senators in voting for this treaty when it 
was originally presented; and I recollect also, with 
perfect distinctness, that my honorable friend from 


Michigan (Mr. Cass] said at the time that he | Consequently it will be necessary to strike out of 


voted for its ratification upon the sole ground that 
it excluded all pretense for future English inter- 
ference in Central America. The covenants of the 
treaty are indeed expressed in the broadest lan- 
guage possible. Neither party is to ** occupy, or 
fortify, or colonize, or assume any dominion over 
Nicaragua, Costa Rica, the Mosquito coast, or 
any part of Central America.’’ Now, for the pur- 
pose of showing what the British authorities at | 
that time conceived to be included within the limits 

of Central America, | wish to read an extract | 
from a work which I have before me. It is John- | 
son’s Gazetteer, published in London in 185], a 

work of very high authority. Its description of 


Reily, deceased, was paid his commutation of 
half pay for life. 
Mr. WALKER. Since the bill was introduced 
| the widow of this revolutionary soldier has died: 
| the bill the word ‘* widow,”’ and insert * heirs,” 
and I now move to amend it in that manner, | 
The amendment was agreed to. 


At the request of Mr. Bayarp, the report of 


|| the Committee on Revolutionary Claims was 
read; from which it appears that William Reily 


was commissioned a lieutenant January 3d, 1774, 
in the Maryland militia, and on the Ist of June, 
1779, was commissioned a captain in the 4th 
Maryland regiment, by Congress, to take rank 
from October 15th, 1777, which rank he held un. 
til the close of the war. From the records of the 


| Third Auditor’s office he was returned entitled tp 
| commutation under the resolution of March 294, 





Central America is in these words: 
“CENTRAL AMERICA is the long and comparatively narrow 
region between latitude 7° and 22° north, and longitude 78° 
and 94° west, connecting the continents of North and South 
America, and comprising, besides the Central American || 
Confederation, Yucatan, parts of Mexico and New Gra- 
nada, Poyais, the Mosquito coast, and British Honduras.” || 
That is the description which an eminent British || 
authority furnishes to us of Central America. That || 
is the description which we had a right to believe 
was intended by this treaty when it was presented 
to the Senate. Now, sir, I am perfectly free to 
say, for one, that doubting greatly, as i did at the || 
time, the expediency of the ratification, I should || 
‘never have voted for it had | supposed that any 
secret construction was put upon it, irreconcilable 
with the obvious import of its language. It would 
have been impossible, in my judgment, to have 
secured its ratification, had its language conveyed 
the sense which the private interpretation of Mr. 
Clayton’s letter puts upon it. Indeed, I doubt 
whether any Senator would have voted for the | 
ratification, had it been supposed that at the very | 
time the treaty was under consideration here, a | 
correspondence was in progress, of which the Sen- | 
ate was not apprised, with the view of fixing in 
advance the construction of the treaty, by impos- 
ing upon its terms a sense quite different fete 
their natural and obvious import. I am quite con- 


| 





1783, commuting the pay for life to five years’ 
full pay, and that he drew a certificate of com- 


| mutation for the sum of $2,100 under date of No. 
| vember Ist, 1784. The committee find this ap- 
| plication to be precisely similar in its nature and 


merits to the claim of the heirs of Benjamin 
Moore, presented at an early period of this Con- 
gress for their consideration. That case, inyoly- 
ing the same pririciple, and having been fully and 
carefully investigated, was reported upon on the 


| 5th of April last, which report the committee, for 


brevity, adopt as applicable to this case; and 
being fully satisfied that the depreciation of the 
commutation certificates was equal to seven 
eighths of their value, reported the bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. I move to amend the bill, by 
striking out the words ‘together with interest 
from the Ist day of November, 1784, to the lst 
day of March, 1852.’’ I do not propose now to 


| make any remarks with reference to the allowance 


of interest. I take it for granted that this bil 
cannot pass the House at the present session; 
therefore I will not occupy the time of the Senate 
now with the objections 1 have to the allowance 
| of interest. I will simply ask the yeas and nays 
on my amendment. 


Mr. WALKER. I wish [had it in my power 


|| to repeat to the Senate the speech which was % 


tent, however, to acquiesce in the suggestion of |! ably und impressively delivered a few days since, 


the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Davis,] 
and permit the subject to go over for the pres- | 
ent. 

Mr. WELLER. I suppose that this debate 
will be continued; I desire myself to say a few 
words upon this subject, and I do not propose to 
say them now. I have been aueniaiel ek the re- 
marks made by my friend from Louisiana, [Mr. 
Downs,| who seems to be ver 
at the course pursued by Mr. Clayton upon this 
subject. I am astonished to hear him say he was | 
surprised at anything, however stupid, that might | 


rauch surprised | 


be done by the late Secretary of State, [Mr. Clay- || 


ton,] for I never knew him to have any connection 
with any public affair in which he did not show | 
| himself to be excessively stupid, to say the least. 


| by the honorable Senator from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Davis.] He had occasion in the remarks he 
| then made, to refer to the compensation of the o!- 
ficers and soldiers of the Revolution; and he spoke 
of the debt of gratitude which the country owe’ 
to those who exposed their all in that memora!’¢ 
contest. If I could make that speech, with te 


| impressiveness with which it was uttered by him, 


I should have some hope that the Senate wou 
look at the question under consideration in | 
proper light. But I cannot do it. 

he plain case now before us, is this: In order 
to keep up and sustain the Army of the Revolution, 
| the Congress of the United States had to pledge t'* 
soldiers of that army, that in addition to the monthly 
allowance which they had, they should receive he" 
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for life. This promise of half pay for life, 
pay” as much a part of the contract for compen- 
a the part of the Government, as any other 
= re the contract made by the Government of 
+ ved States with regard to the compensation 
It is, therefore, a false 


per 


the U nitec 
epryices in the war. 


sor f this subject to consider it as a mere gra- 
ew 0 - J . 

vie’ It was not so. It was oneof the most sol- 

tuit¥- ~ ’ ° T 

smn promises Which the Government of the Uni- 

emt }* = 


._./ States, or rather the Government of the Colonies 
ved time, ever made since the first formation of 
the Government. It was then apprehended that the 
evolutionary Army would be disbanded, not from 
aa fault on the part of the soldiers, but because 
» reality, the pittance which was paid them would 
not support them. And further, the compensa- 
tian being so small, and the money in which they 
ane paid being so depreciated, from various 

suses, they were unable even to acquire credit 
upon the paper in which they were paid. They 
were consequently embarrassed; and hundreds and 
thousands of them, as has been so often remarked 
. Congress, were obliged to support themselves, 
in a great measure, from their private fortunes, 
over and above all that they received for their ser- 
Well, sir, the war was closed; how glori- 


vices. i Z 
ously, the world knows. Itis useless for any 
man to employ language to extol the deeds per- 


formed during that period of our country’s history. 
The world knows them, and we are enjoying the 
henefit secured by the heroism and sufferings of 
those who took part in that memorable struggle. 
But while men are living, it seems that they are 
always selfish in their treatment of each other. 
There was a clamor got up among the States at 
that time, that this was an odious system, and 
that placing so many officers on the half-pay list 
was unjust; that it was contrary to the fundamen- 
tal principles which should control the action of 
this Government. Thatclamor prevailed. Some- 
thing must be done; these men were not dead; 
they had not passed away from the scenes of ac- 
tion, but were still among the living, and came in 
contact with their fellow-men; and by this contact, 
iealousies were liable to be excited. Congress 
then resolved, if possible, to destroy the half-pay 
system; and they passed a resolution by which 
tvey authorized the proposition to be made to the 
officers of the Army of the Revolution, that they 
should surrender their half pay for life, and take 
in lieu of it, a commutation of full pay for five 
This proposition was authorized to be 
made upon the solemn promise of the existing 
Government, that the five years’ full pay should 
be paid to them. Now, it is a strange fact in the 
history of this Government, that in resorting to 
this mode of changing the conditions on which the 
officers were to be paid, the officers themselves 
were not consulted as to their acceptance of the 
commutation certificates. The Army was dis- 
banded, and went home; and they being thus scat- 
tered over the whole country, could not act in con- 
cert, and could do nothing but accept the commu- 
tation. They received the certificates pledging so 
many dollars in value in cash. But when they 
came to ask for the money upon them—when they 
came to get their five years’ full pay in commuta- 
tion for half pay for life, they found they could 
not get from the Treasury one dollar. Of course 
the vast amount pledged by these certificates caused 
them to depreciate, and soon they were sold at 
about one eighth of their nominal value, or for 
twelve and a half centson the dollar. In this way 
the Government redeemed its solemn promise 
which it had made to the revolutionary officer that 
he should receive half pay for life. That is, they 
paid him in certificates of commutation for half 
pay for life, purporting to be full pay for five 
years. Those certificates upon which they were 
promised dollar for dollar turned out to be worth 
only one eighth of their nominal value. It was 
thus the Government discharged its obligation. 
The obligation this day is no Jess solemn than it 
wasatthat. In point of fact, the time, and the 


years. 


injustice done to the soldiers do but sanctify the | 


promise; and now we are called upon to say 
whether we will redeem it. I wish to throw 
nothing around the subject that does not properly 
belong to it. I believe it is due to those officers 
that we should now redeem that solemn pledge of 
the Government. : 
But, sir, it is contended that if we make good 
the depreciation upon the commutation certificates, 
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allow interest upon the sum, which would acerue 
down to the present; that we are now to turn them 
off coldly, and say, ‘‘ It is true your commutation 
certificates were thus valueless, but after the lapse 
of so many years, though you have been kept out 
of its enjoyment all this ume, we say you can but 
have the principal and not the interest.”’ | could 
not view that, as a business transaction between 
man and man,as just. Suchacriterion of justice 
would not be observed as a rule of action between 
individuals; and now when we are wealthy, with 
an overflowing Treasury, and these old officers, or 
their descendants, come forward and prove their 
case, shall we, with plenty of means to comply 
with our promise, turn them away and say we 
will not do it?) This is a plain question. I think 
there need be no discussion about the matter. If 
Senators now are willing to say that they will not 
redeem the promise up to its fullest letter, up to 
equity and justice, let them say so—let the country 
say so. For my part, 1 feel | havedone my duty 
in regard to it. Ihave reviewed the history of the 
whole transaction in the case of Moore, to which 
reference is made in the report on this case. | 
have set forth there the history of the whole trans- 
action. I have bestowed a great deal of labor 
upon it. I believe every line and word in it is true 
and is borne out by the documents to which Sena- 
tors can refer inthe Library belonging to the Sen- 
ate. Therecan, then, be nodeception; and | wish 
now to place the case upon a plain ground—will 
the Senate at this day, comply with the solemn 
promise made at such an early period in the his- 
tory of ourGovernment? Willthey comply with 
a promise so long refused or not? 

Mr. BADGER. Ido not see the propriety of 

the amendment proposed by the Senator from Del- 
aware, [Mr. Bayarp.] I do not consider the 
question now before the Senate as belonging to the 
general inquiry whether the Government ought to 
pay interest. I look upon this case as being one 
which constitutes an exception to any general rule 
which can be laid down upon this subject. Con- 
gress, during the progress of the revolutionary 
war, voted to these dischargad officers half pay for 
life. For reasons which have been stated by the 
Senator from Wisconsin, it was thought proper to 
commute that half pay into a sum certain, and to 
pay at once, instead of paying successive sums in 
the nature of an annuity. Certificates of commu- 
tation pay were accordingly issued, and then, what 
was the state of the case? The country owed the 
full amount which the certificate called for; the 
money was owed, if any nation ever owed a debt, 
either upon principles of justice or of gratitude. 
They say, ‘‘ we will withdraw what we have be- 
fore granted you—half pay for life—and will give 
you a sum of money in lieu thereof, and have 
issued certificates for it.’’ These certificates turned 
out to be of less value than appeared upon their 
face. We did not therefore pay them the sum 
which we offered to them as the commutation for 
the half pay which we withdrew. ‘This bill pro- 
08es to pay to the heirs of the officer mentioned 
in it, the difference between the nominal value and 
the actual value of the certificate issued to him; 
and also to pay interest upon that value. 

Now, Mr. President, it appears to me that it is 
a plain case in which the Government ought to pay 
interest. I do not speak of the general question 
with regard to paying interest; I do not speak of 
the Government being called upon to pay interest 
upon indefinite claims, when their amount shall 
have been ascertained. But here is a specific case 
of a debt acknowledged by the Government, with 
a certificate of the amount, and the certificate not 
being of the value which it purported to be; | ask 
upon what principle, what possible principle recon 
cilable with the integrity of the Government, can 
we refuse to pay the difference between the sums 
which we originally owed, and the value of that 
certificate which they received ? Indey endent of 
all other considerations, this is a tardy payment 
by a most inadequate remuneration, for services 
rendered to this nation, such as were never ren- 
dered nor equaled by any other body of men in 
the world. The men who served through that 
long and bloody war, who at last brought it toa 
successful termination, who served under all the 
embarrassments and privations of the war, have 
claims upon the Government for at least 
small pittance of the amount which Congress prom- 
ised should be made good to them, aceording to 


some 


we should do nothing more; that we should not || the stipulations at the time. I do hope that, waiv- 


| ments of this kind, founded on events, when the 
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ing every other cons deratior » we 7 all treat 1 

as a holy obligation, and as bindu ro 





tion to pay interest upon the national 

that we will not place ourselves in the attituds 
refusing to pay 
have contracted to pay them. 


officers what w 
We onve ther 


revolutionary 


tificates which professed to be for the whole, | 
which were worthless save for a part. How n 
we stand in the position of a debtor who has hon 


“ 
estly and faithfully discharged his obligations, if 
we do not make good the deficien y ia the princi 
pal, and the interest upon it? I hope the amend- 
ment of 
vail 


Mr. BAYARD. Ido not intend to enter into the 


general question of the o Nigation of the Gover 


my friend from Delaware will not pr 


ment to pay interest. I shall confine myself entirely 


to the views presented in this case by the honoral 
Senator from Nerth Carolina, as to its being pee 


liar in its character, and re iyment of 
Interest without regard to the general principles on 
which the obligation of ’ 

erence to interest 
that 


entailed upon the Government for services per- 


quiring the | 


the Government with ref 
, rests, 1 am 


a claim, founded 


perfect y aware 
upon the obligation that is 
formed during the revolutionary war, is one which 
is calculated to appeal very strongly to the sensi- 
bilities, and may determine the Senate to vote 
favor of the allowance of Noman wor 
admit, more readily than I would, the extent 
value of the services of those who envuged 
that struggle. No man would go further than 
| would, as an exceptive case, for the purpose 
of relief upor sound principles, But | take tl 


interest 


case as it is presented—for | am not familiar with 
it otherwise—by the Senators from Woiscor 
and North Carolina. The officers of the Arn 
of the Revolution, asa matter of contract, we 
entitled, under a law of Congress, to halt 

for life. Subsequently, the proposition wasn 

by the Government to convert tha half pay for 
life into five years’ full pay Now, there cer- 
tainly could be no obligation—though the hi 
orable Senator from Wisconsin states that they 


were forced to accept this—on the part of the off 


cers to relinquish the half pay for life, and take 
the five years’ pay in lieu of it. Bh h the es 
tificate was issued, the officer was not olliged to 


He might rest on the 
claim the annual pension, if he considered it pre 
erable as regarded his interests; but the 


receive it, former law, and 
pra abi 
ities were, that five years’ full pay, taking the ord 
nary contingencies of life, would be age 
pensation to the party than half pay tor lite 
therefore, those who saw fit, aces 


renter ¢ 


pled ti 

tute, and among others, as | understand, the 
son in behalf of whose heirs the present bill 1 
be passed was of that number. What, then, w 
the contract of the Government? It wa , by the 
acceptance of the officer, to pay him five vears’ 
pay; and then, not being in 
money, it issued a certificate bearing 


a condition to pay tl 
interest. If 
that certificate had never been paid— [do not ur 
derstand that it is denied in tl 
paid, with interest 
of the Government—there might be ae 


118 case thatit Ww 
non it, according to the conti 
reat dea 
force in the argument on the other side But we 


ure now asked, on the ground that the credit 


the Government at that time was low , and its 

curities below par, and though, subsequ | ) 
that, it h redeemed the certificates, ¢ nd compl | 
with its contract, both as to principaland interest 


to make a gratuity, and allow interest upon 
if it was a matter of contract. lt 
that the duty of the 
within any such obligations. 


Reem to me 
Lrovernment cannot come 

I fear the precedent which m iy be set in this case 
You may take this step now , and we can scares 
ly foretell the result with the vast number of claim 
agents throughout the cou: 


y 


try , with the rerula 
organized system into which they have got now, 
of hunting up all the stale claims when the lapse 
of time has been so great that the memorialbof the 
events, and the question even of payment or hot 
payment 18s a matter resting in doubt al dun 
tainty. We all recollect the case broucht forwa: 
by the honorable Senator from Georgia, |Mr. D» 
sON,| at a former session, where afalse claim w 
setup by some as being heirs of the revolut 


ary officers, which was presented and paid 


owe , ; 
lreasury, and subsequently, at the last sessio1 
Congress, we again allowed that claim t f 


ful heirs. That shows the uncertainty of y 
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means for ascertaining the true facts have passed 
away. : 

I put this on the ground that the contract of the 
Government has been complied with. You may 
say the officer parted with his certificate in con- 
sequence of the Government's want of credit at 
the time, and that he could not seil it at its value; 
but we have paid our certificates according to the 
contract, and with interest, and we are now asked 
not only to make good its diminished value, but 
to make it good with interest for sixty-seven years. 
I think it is carrying the principle of relief too far. 
I think the result will be, that your continental 
bills will be brought forward whenever they can 
be hunted up, and we shall be told that they were 
worth, not twelve cents on the dollar, but not more 
than one cent, and we shall be told that those who 
held them at the time they were issued, received 
them probably for provisions furnished to the 
troops. Their patriotism will be shown to us, 
and then, with no counter evidence before us, you 
will have those bills presented at the Treasury 
and interest demanded upon them. I dare say 
there are plenty of them remaining. Nor can [ 
see any difference myself in the obligation of the 
Government to pay them, if you are to pay inter- 
est on these certificates in consequence of their re- 
duced value for your want of credit. If you are 
to pay the difference of the value, with interest 
upon these certificates, on no principle that I can see 
could you refuse to pay the continental bills, with 
interest upon them from the time they were issued. 
I cannot sanction the principle of the allowance 
of interest. If the facts are true as regards the 
depreciation of the value of the certificates, I may 
not object to remburse them as a gratuity. But 
I will not violate a great general principle, which | 
think necessary to preserve the Government from 

eculations to a great extent. Ido not think the 

overnment should pay interest, except in cases 
of contract. I will not vote for a bill which in- 
volves the payment of interest on a claim which 
may not have been presented during the period of 
thirty or forty years. This does not, therefore, 
in my Opinion, rest on the ground of a contract; 
if it did, I should say we were bound to pay the 
interest, no matter what was the lapse of time; but 
in this ce: se, the contract has been complied with. 
The commutation certificates have been constantly 
presented—very few are remaining—and they have 
always been paid. I cannot, therefore, vote for 
this bill, which will make the Government not 
only pay the commutation, according to the con- 
tract, but will compel us to give a gratuity, and 
not only give a gratuity, but will lead us to adopt 
the principle of paying interest upon a gratuity for 
a period of sixty-eight years. 
Mr. WALKER. 1 think if the Senator from 
Delaware will give me his ear a moment, I can 

ive him asound distinction between the case pend- 
ing before the Senate, and the case which he pre- 
sumes of continental money. Before doing so, 
however, let me notice another point. He says 
he cannot consent to the payment of these com- 
mutation certificates, for the Government has al- 
ready once paid them with interest. 

Mr. BAYARD. No, sir, | am misapprehended 
there. I did not say that | would not consent to 
the payment of the commutation certificates; I 
said that the Government having paid the com- 
mutation certificates with interest, 1 could not 
agree to give a gratuity founded on the fact that 
their value was less than the face of the paper, 
and on that difference’ of value to allow interest, 
any more than if, ten years ago, when your stock 
was under par, you had issued stock and a party 
had accepted it, and he was obliged to sell it for 
eighty per cent., or at sixty or seventy-five per 
cent. of its nominal value, that subsequently we 
would redeem it with interest. I would not agree 
to give the difference of interest. 

Mr. WALKER. That is the statement. The 
Senator would not now make up the loss to the 
revolutionary soldier upon his commutation cer- 
tificate, when the commutation certificate has, in 
point of fact, been paid by the Government with 
interest. Now, sir, look at ita moment. These 
men fought through the Revolution, and as every 
one knows who knows their history, they were 
unable to live upon the compensation which was 
given to them, and most of them, as in the case 
mentioned by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Davis,] the other day, came out of the war 
ruined in fortune, though they anticipated that 
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they would, from time to time, get this half pay | 


for life, and upon that might struggle along. 
But their hopes in this regard were soon blasted. 


They could not have even the half pay for life | 


paid annually; but the first thing they knew was, 
that local agencies throughout the country were 
possessed of commutation certificates, that is, cer- 
uficates pledging them at the Treasury of the 


United States, five years’ full pay, which they felt | 
themselves compelled to take in lieu of the half | 


pay for life. When they saw that they were to 


be reduced so greatly, for it was not a gratuity | 
but a promise, they had a right to calculate, when | 
they presented the certificate to the Treasury, that 


they would be entitled to the money; but when 
they presented them, they found that there was no 
money there for them, and since that was the case 
with all, the certificates were almost worthless. 
Now, look at the operation of the principle 
contended for by the Senator from Delaware. If 


one of the commutation certificates, which bore | 


upon its face interest, happened to be issued to a 


man of wealth, all he had to do was to put it in | 


his pocket, keep it until the present day, and then 
come forward, and they would have to audit and 
pay it at the Treasury Department. But when 
that same commutation certificate was issued to 
the scarred and war-worn, penniless soldier, who 
had nothing left of his wages—nothing left of his 
half pay, nothing but this worthless certificate—he 
had to sacrifice it for his subsistence for the time 
being, and he lost all. It is now contended that 
his damages, resulting from the situation in which 


the Government placed and left him, shall not be | 
You give | 


paid by your country. Is that just? 
all the advantage to the wealthy for the forty or 
fifty years during which he would have sold the 
certificate at a loss. But to the poor man, who 
was obliged to use his certificate to sustain his 


existence, we turn coldly and say that he can re- | 


ceive nothing. That, sir, does not strike the 


heart that is in my bosom as being either just or | 
| cannot refuse to these men a compliance | 
with our promise in its full letter and spirit, up to | 
the last line that can be marked out as the bound- | 


legal. 


ary of justice. 
But now toadvert to the case of the continental 
money. If the Senator had looked particularly 


into it, he would have found this vast distinction | 

; oe 
between that money and the commutation certifi- | 
Those certificates were issued and paid to | 


cates. 


those men—in what way? If the certificate was 


for $1,000, he had to take it for $1,000; but let me | 


appeal to the older members of the Senate, and 


those who have examined the subject, to bear | 
testimony to what I say in regard to the con- | 


tinental money. From time to ume orders were 


made at what rate the continental money should | 


be paid out; and do not Senators remember that 
the order was finally made that it should be paid 


at the rate of one hundred for one, though a vast | 
majority went into circulation at the rate of forty for | 


one? What justice would there be in making up 
at this day the full value of that money with in- 
terest? ‘Those who took them up, speculated 
upon the country, and took them up with the 
promise of one hundred, or forty, or fifty, or 
seventy, or eighty for one. They were specula- 
tors on the country; but the soldier had to receive 
his commutation certificate at par. He could not 
get one hundred in the value of the certificates for 
one dollar due him by the commutation. Not at 
all, 
he took his certificate, and rested upon his coun- 
try to pay him in cash, he found that it would not 
do it, and his certificates depreciated on his hand. 
‘This, then, being the discrimination between the 
two cases, | beg that the Senator from Delaware 
will not insist upon the parallel. I hope the true 
distinction between the case of a revolutionary 
soldier receiving his commutation certificates, and 


those receiving continental money at the rate of 


one hundred dollars to one, may be taken, and 
that the Senate will act in view of that distinction. 

Mr. BAYARD. I do not see the difference 
between the case of the continental money and the 
commutation certificates, as stated by the honor- 
able Senator from Wisconsin. It may have been 


that the continental notes were issued at different | 
values at different times, but at length they became | 


utterly worthless; and it would, therefore, be sim- 


ply a question to remunerate to the extent of the 


difference between their value when issued, and 
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He had to take it dollar for dollar; and when | 


| general bill should be frame 
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nothing. Therefore, you ought to repay the prin 


cipal with the1 
ipl wih the ner that aes you peat 
> oa 7‘ making A 
tuity to the revolutionary soldiers, in liey oo 
depreciation of the commutation certifientes, hues 
object to your allowing interest upon that wee utl 
and I shall adhere to that objection, I, a ulty, 
me that it is a dangerous principle, as | stated be 
fore. There isa great deal said about the ~~ “4 
worn and scarred soldiers, and all that, 4 rs 
rather think outside the Senate it is prett - | 
known that about one half of the sums “eae 
received through private bills go into the hands 
claim agents, and they are the authors of ty, 
thirds of the claims which come before us. ; 
Mr. SEWARD. I have listened with interest 
to this debate, and I think it involves very im nt. 
ant principles in regard to the conduct of the Goy. 
ernment. I confess that the argument of ¢h, 
learned and honorable Senator from Delaware is 
very satisfactory and conclusive to my mind. \ 
Government is, after all that may be said, q per. 
son subject to the circumstances, and bound hy 
the same moral and social obligations which affec 
and bind individuals. There is a moral obligation 
upon every individual, to pay his debts—that is 
to pay what he has contracted to pay; and ther 
is no obligation upon any one to pay more. | dy 
not know any distinction between Governments 
and individuals in this respect. They are alike 
subject to accidents and disasters, the result of 
circumstances which are providential; and whey 
the Government pays all that it promises to pay, 
pays the full value of ome and interest, like 
an individual, it is discharged from all its obliga. 
tions. Now, in this case, the Government issued 


| to the officer, named in this bill, an obligation ty 


pay acertain sum, bearing interest. That obj. 
gation, instead of presenting himself, he assigned 


| to others, and the assignees have presented it at 


the Treasury, and it has been paid, principal and 
interest, in full. What more is required? The 
bill proceeds on the priqciple that the Government 


|is not only bound to pay its debts, but that itis 


also bound to guaranty that its credit shall always 
be uniformly sound. That is what no individual 
can do, sak what no Government ever did. |; 
cannot guaranty that its credit shall always be s 
strong, so efficient, so safe, in the changes which 
are incident to nations, as that those who hold the 
securities shall never have any difficulty in realiz- 
ing at any time, by assignment or transfer, the 
full equivalent of Government obligations. 

But there is another consideration to be alluded 
to here; and that is, there is a reasonable limit to 


_ the period in whicha prudent and wise Govern- 
| mentcan pay interest, even on acknowledged debts 


It strikes me as a very frightful precedent, to bring 


up acase looking back sixty-one years, with 1 


proposition to pay interest uponit. It either should 
be presented at an earlier period, or there should 
be, with Governments as well as with individuals, 
some period of time to guard against frauds bys 
statute of limitations. This may seem to bea harsh 
principle, but is one that is every day practiced 
on, and its necessity is recogniz The Senate 
has passed more than once, certainly twice since| 
have been here, a bill for the payment of sufferers 
by the French spoliations. It is well understood 


| that the principal of that debt amounted to be 


tween ten and fifteen millions of dollars, and ye 


| those of us who have believed it just and wise lo 


pay the debt, and recognize the reasonablenessant 
propriety of paying it, have not insisted on th! 
amount, but have been content to appropriate five 
millions of dollars. So far from proposing to pay 


‘interest for forty or fifty years, with the whole 


principal, we propose to pay only a third or halfof 


the principal. And this principal has been settled 


and acknowledged from the time when the que 


| tion first rose seriously of reimbursing the suf 


ferers by French spoliations at all. / 
Again, if we adopt the principle contained i 


this bill we ought to be equal and just, but I con- 


fess that I see no good grounds for paying interest 
sixty or seventy years on this individual claim, 
and paying neither interest nor principal on others 
just like it. If we agree to pay interest here, * 

f which should pro- 
vide for the payment of the principal, in all such 
cases, and establish uniformly the time for whic! 
interest will be allowed. It is with great regre 
that I feel compelled to oppose this bill. I am will- 


that to which they ultimately came, which was || ing to vote liberally for the payment of all claims 
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